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THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY 
HISTORICAL REVIEW 


\ pS aR l | S 
THE RAILROAD BACKGROUND OF THE KANSAS 
NEBRASKA ACT 
By Frank Heywe Hopp 

By way of introduction, I want to suggest that the relation of 


the building of the railways of the United States to the settl 
ment of the West is a profitable field for research. liver sinee 
the appearance of Professor Frederick J. Turner’s epoch-mak 
Ing eSsay on “The Significance of the Frontier in American 
History,’’ students have been devoting themselves to the study 
of the settlement of the West, but have strangely neglected the 
most im} ortant factor controllme the westward movement 
its later vears. It is common to think of the population as 
drawing the railroads but it is quite as true that the railroads 
their turn drew the population. 
There were four stages in the building of the American ri 


roads: first, from the Atlantie seaboard to tl 


the Great Lakes; second, from the Ohio and the Lakes to th 
Mississippi; third, from the Mississippi to the Missouri, an 
fourth, from the Missouri to the Pacifie. Hveryone knows that 
the building of each stage was conditioned by rivalry among 
terminals: Savannah, Charleston, Baltimore, Philadelphia, 
New York, Boston, and Portland on the Atlantie Coast; Pitts 
burgh, Wheeling, and Cincinnati on the Ohio; Buffalo, Erie, 


Cleveland, Toledo, Detroit, Chicago, and Milwaukee on the Great 


\ 


A ‘ 


Lakes; Vicksburg, Memphis, St. Louis, Alton, Hannibal, Quiney 
Rock Island, Clinton, Dubuque, Prairie du Chien, La Crosse, and 
St. Paul on the Mississippi; Kansas City, Leavenworth, S 

Joseph, Council Bluffs, and Sioux City on the Missouri; and San 


1 dy ] +? ad , . } ; } h+ , } , ¢ y ‘ ri uf 
1 President’s address read a the eighteent ‘ mec I \i 


Valley Historical Assi tion, held in Detroit April 30, 














abt Humboldt Bay, thi mouth of the Colum 
me lon the Pacit There has been, however, 
md pre entatior of these contending forees. 
irs from 1847 to the erisis of 1857 were a period 0! 
i. While statesn and the newspapers were 
out s rv, 1 ‘oractical men’’ were working fo 
d grant d te subsidies and were building th 
t settled the West, d, by binding her to the Kast 
ree a degree t outeome of the Civil Wat 
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oreat ch that must sometime span the eon 
eastern and southern states were building roads 
We | learned that we have written 
slave too large and the history of the westward 
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was in the develop 


We i] | in) railroads as the principal means ot its 
When he was a member of the Illinois legisla 
> he took the first step toward building the railroads 


somewhat difficult now to realize that it was 


would be used only to eco! 


Douglas introduced a resolution proposing 
terminus 


the Ilhnois 
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[linois and Michigan on 
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ern Cross from the Mississippi River at Quiney 
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r through Jacksonville, where 
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ir, proposed the organization of Nebraska as a preliminary t 


extension of military posts to Oregon, and Douglas. then 


first term in the House, responded to the suggestion by thi 
troduction of two bills, one for the organization of Nebraska 
ind the other for the establishment of such posts as might bi 
needed tor the protection oft the overland e1 ig@ration. No aetion 
vas taken on either bill but it is worthy of note that the first 


tep toward the organization of Nebraska was taken bv tl 


ho accomplished it ten vears later. 


Coincident with the original proposal to organize Nebraska 


came the first step toward the building of a Paeifie rail i\ 
the presentation of Asa Whitney’s first memorial, asking thi 
‘rant of a strip of land sixty miles wide to enable him to build 
railroad from Lake Michigan to the mouth of the Columbia 
In the memorial the eastern terminus was to be at or above 
Milwaukee, the principal reason being that the publie land in 
that region had not vet been taken up. Connection with thi 
Kast was To be made bv crossing Lake \Michigan and Colne etin: 
with the Michigan Central to Detroit. No action was taken « 
the memorial at this session of Congress. Before a railroad 
could be built to the Pacific, it was necessary that the territory 
through which it was to pass be organized, in order to provide 
for the settlement of the eountry and pr tection and busines 

yr the road. 

During the ensuing recess Whitney bombarded members « 
Congress with cireular letters and addresses in behalf of his 
project. To these appeals Dougla replied in an open ‘‘ Letter 


to A. Whitney,”’ dated at Quiney, [ll.. Oetober 15, 1845. 


and printed as an eight-page pamphlet.’ hh 
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iticized Whitnev’s route, taking the ground that the 
m the East should eonverge at Chieago and that 
rm road should begin at Chicago and proceed west from 

acific, preferably to the Bay of San Francisco, in 
aunexed in time,’’ and that 
tinental road that should depend on crossing Lake 
one of the links in the chain, would be closed by 

in the year. lle then eriticized Whitney 3 plan, 
| that it conferred too much land and too much 
n one man, and Propost da plan of his own. Douglas’ 
to organize the region from the Missouri River to the 
ains as the territory of Nebraska, as he had pro 


the last session of Congress, to organize the whole 
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from the Mountains to the Pacifie as the territory of 


to grant to these territories alternate sections of public 


the purpose of building a railroad to the Pacific, and to 

ame grants to the border states for the purpose of 
roads connecting with it. Thus from the very begin 
the discussion of a transcontinental railroad Douglas 


ind on the building of the road from Chicago to the 


buildine of the road with the organiza- 
rritory. Counting both houses, there were in this 
284 members and Douelas was the only one of them 


{ 


rest in Whitney’s proposal was sufficient to prompt 


blish a pamphlet in comment upon it. 


why did not Douglas immediately introduce his plan in 


ss’? The answer is to be found in the fact that at the 


ssion Senator Breese of Illinois beeame Whitney’s 


1. introduced his second memorial, and seeured from the 


ire of Illinois a resolution approving Whitney’s plan 


ructing her senators and representatives to support it. 


hands were tied, therefore, and the settlement of the 


controversy with Great Britain removed the immediate 


| 


‘under which the agitation for a Pacifie railway and for 


nization of Nebraska had beeun. 


{7 Douglas was elected to the United States Senate 


a . he i sae 3 | eee 1 
ferred his residence from Quincey to Chicago. In the 
me to copy for publication. Later a copy was sent to 
g n, Martin F. Douglas, of Greensboro, N. C. 





e a bill for 


- ; Inn 1; ; +} Q «4 
Atehison introdueed 1t im the senate 








Davenport, opposite Rock Island, to Council Blut 
luced in the House by Lefiler ot Iowa and in th 
Douglas, there being as vet, on account of a deadlock 
oislature, no senator trom Lowa. Meantime Dor 
luced a bill for the oreal ization of Nebraska No 
taken upon any of these bills at this session but 
ession the Missouri bill passed the Senate. Doug 
introduced his Nebraska bill but did not press it wi 
ourl grant failed in the House 

The Mexican War materially changed the tran 
railway situation. Before the war the northern rou 
the only route then within the territory of the Unite 
with the acquisition of New Mexieo and Calitornia t 
open to a southern route. [or many years the Sou 
holding commercial conventions for the purpost 
means to rehabilitate her failing fortunes One of 
means proposed tor this purpose was ty onen railroa 

6W. W. Davis, ‘‘Ante-Bellum § rn Cor ( 
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cation with the West in order to bring’ her commeree to the 
southern seaboard. Originally it was hoped to connect Charles- 
ton with the Ohio River at Cincinnati, in aeceordance with the 


‘ + 


plan of Robert Y. Hayne, but, when this plan was defeated by 
the rivalry of Kentucky terminals, attention turned to a plan 
for tapping the trade of the lower Mississippi. One line of 
railroad ran from Charleston through Augusta to Atlanta and 
another from Savannah through Macon to Atlanta. From At 
lanta it was planned to run the railroad north to Chattanooga 
and thence west to Memphis on the Mississippi. An alternative 
route turned south from Atlanta to Montgomery and thence west 
to Vicksburg on the Mississippi. In the event of the suecess 
of the latter route a direct road would be built from Macon to 
Montgomery in the interest of Savannah.’ At the Memphis 
Convention in 1845 General Gadsden, at that time president of 
the South Carolina Railroad, proposed a Pacific railway west 
from Memphis through Arkansas and Texas to the Pacifie, and 
repeated the recommendation in February, 1846, in the annual 
report that he made as president to the directors of the South 
Carolina Railroad.‘ 

During the negotiation of the Treaty of Guadalupe, Buchanan 
instructed Trist to seeure the thirty-second parallel as a bound- 
ary ‘‘since Major Emory represents the necessity of being able 
at some points to run the railroad south of the Gila River.’’ ® 
Not being able to secure the thirty-second parallel but having to 
accept the Gila River instead, Trist secured a provision in the 
treaty to the effect that should it prove advantageous to run the 
road south of the river, Mexico would agree to its construction. 
The rush to California following the discovery of gold made the 
need of a transcontinental railroad greater than ever before. 

7 On early southern roailroads see U. B. Phillips, History of Transportation in the 
Eastern Cotton Belt to 1860 (New York, 1908); T. D. Jervey, Robert Y. Hayne and 
His Times (New York, 1909) and The Railroad, the Conqueror (Columbia, 8. C., 
1913); R. S. Cotterill, ‘Southern Railroads and Western Trade,’’ in Mississippi 
Valley Hist. Rev., 111, 427-41, and ‘‘The Beginnings of Railroads in the Southwest,’’ 
l., VIII, 318-26. 

8 De Bow’s Commercial Review I, 27-33; III, 485. On the Memphis Convention 
of 1845 see St. George L. Sioussat, ‘‘ Memphis as a Gateway to the West,’’ in Tenn- 
essee Hist. Mag., III, 1-28, 77-115 


J. B. Moore (ed.), The Works of James Buchanan (Philadelphia, 1908-11), VII, 
361 66, 368, 





1 ‘( { 
| ] lroad « ( ms were r | iS i ¢ ) . 
the interest of the southern route othe. St. Lou 
t} 1? T | ntral ] l | | 
( tere 8)  < iLva O! Ol 1 ¢ ( WeE¢ 
‘ ’ 
Chicago asked Douglas to represent them at the St. Louis 
‘ . , 
vention. Betore consentl oO to do S eC ¢ eda rie 
° anh ho. eagroword hia marmitlatent® hed ; ; 
i his speecn iif eviewed His palphtet OF 1540, propos 
; | oe rs t+ Edi. ce y ] 
road from Clneago to Counell Blutts and thence by South Pas 
1.’ ° } 7 ’ , 
San Franeiseo, and declared that he had been estoppe ad ire 
, aoe - } ] , 4 | ] 
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told them that he could not represent them, but if they would si 


ort him in repudiating them, and in favoring the route tha 
would best serve the interests of Chicago, he would cheerfully d 
so. The outcome could not be doubtful ar d Douglas’ resoh 
avoring a road from Council Bluffs by way of South Pass to the 
Pacifie with land grants to the states for connecting roads f1 
Council Bluffs to Chieago, St. Louis, and either to the mouth « 
the Ohio or to Memphis were earried by acclamation. 

The St. Louis Convention assembled October 1d. 1849. Doug 

Ss was made president of the Convention. At its first sess! 
Benton deliver d an address in favor of his central route to the 
Pacifie with the eastern terminal at St. Louis. Douelas replied 


‘ x ; + 


a mass meeting in the evening a speeeh m tavor ol} 


South Pass route. The newspaper comments on Douglas’ ad 
voeacy of a particular route were so caustic that he resigned 
the presidency of the Convention the next morning, declaring 
that he would not stay in the chair if he had been put there to bi 
muzzled. The Convention ultimately declared in general terms 
in favor of ‘‘a grand trunk railroad with branches to St. Louis, 


Memphis, and Chicago.’’'t When the memorial was presented 


’Chieago Daily Journal, Oct. 12, 1849 (file the Newhberr 

1 Correspondence in Chicago Daily Journal, Oct. 20-2 P eed the Ni 
t al Railroad Convention n : : St. Louis ) “+ j 
1850); R. 8S. Cotterill, ‘‘ National Railroad Conventi it St. I 3 1849,’? in M 
sourt Hist. Rev., XII, 203-15. 

It is difficult to make out precisely what D ri 
Missouri Republican, October 17, said **We shall not ld f 
repeating his remarks.’’ The New Era of the same date rged that D 
I ned the delegations from the southern 
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in the Senate it was tabled on motion of Benton. The Memphis 


Convention declared « mphatieally for the Gila route and refused 


The organization of New Mexico as a part of the Compromise 
of 1850 ea the southern route a great advantage. Unless the 
northern territorv ¢ ruld also be organized the chanee ot seeur 
ing a northern route was lost. In spite of the excitement caused 
by the Compromise of 1850, Douelas secured the passage of the 

inois Central Act. By so doing he earried out his plan for 
building railroads by the aid of federal land grants and secured 


the first grant made for this purpose. In its final form, Douglas 


considerably enlarged the plan for a road from Cairo to La 
lle that he had projected in 1836. In the first place the road 
extended from La Salle to the lead mines of Galena and, 

it the last minute, in order to secure the support of the lowa 
delegation, the road was extended through Galena to Dubuque, 
where Senator Jones lived. In the second place a branch road 
was provided from Centralia to Chicago in order to provide for 
Chicago and the eastern capitalists interested in her railroads. 
And, finally, Douglas seeured the support of the South by add 
ing to his bill a grant to the states of Alabama and Mississippi 
for building the Mobile and Ohio from Mobile to the mouth of 


the Ohio River. By so doing he not only secured the passage 
of his ow1 { but secured direct railroad communieation be- 


tween Chicago and the Gulf and diverted the Mobile and Ohio 


rom St. Louis, which was its original destination.’ In 1852 


The D l x r 1§ ys that Douglas resigned the presidency of 
s of e Republicar files t 
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clear that the principal reason that Lowa, Missouri, and Arkan 
sas wanted the western territory organized was in order that 
they might develop their own states by making them a thorough 
fare between the East and the West. 

Karly in the next session of Congress Douglas’ bill for the 
protection of the emigrant route was made a special order in the 
Senate. Gwin moved as a substitute a bill authorizing the build- 
ing of a railroad to Fulton, Arkansas, with branches to St. Louis, 
Memphis, and New Orleans. The bill was referred to a special 
committee with Rusk of Texas as chairman. The committee 
reported back a bill leaving the determination of the route to the 
President, after suitable surveys had been made. The bill was 
killed February 22, Douglas insisting with considerable temper 
ona call of the yeas and nays."’ The next day Gwin moved as an 
amendment to the army appropriation bill an appropriation for 
a thorough survey of the various proposed routes under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, coupled with the requirement 
that the reports of the surveys be laid before Congress on the 
first Monday of the following February.’* The reports were 
delayed considerably beyond the date set for them but it could 
not be known in advance that they would be. 

While the Senate was debating the Pacifie railroad bill, the 
House passed a bill for the organization of Nebraska. Hall 
had re-introduced his bill for the Territory of the Platte and it 
had been referred to the Committee on Territories. From the 
Committee Richardson reported a substitute bill for the organi 
zation of Nebraska. In the debate it was clear that railroads 
were the paramount consideration and both Hall and Richard- 
son charged that southern opposition to the organization of 
Nebraska was prompted by a desire to defeat a northern route 
for a Pacific railway. Replying to Howard of Texas, Hall said: 
‘*He wishes to treat with those Indians, to go through that slow 
process and in the meantime all the great objects of this bill 


7 J.P. Davis, The Union Pacific Railway . . . (Chicago, 1894), 44-52. Cong. 
Globe, 32 Cong., lst and 2d Sessions, passim. Final vote, 2d Session, 775. 


isG, L. Albright, Official Explorations for Pacific Railroads (Berkeley, 1921), 


16 Cong. Globe, 32 Cong., 1 Sess., 1685. 


37. The early part of this study gives a good account of the preliminaries to the 
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age, Senator Jones gave a somewhat intimate glimpse of these 
bills: ‘‘When we came to the Missouri bill,’’ he said, ‘‘my old 
coll oe-mate and class-mate General Atehison, came from 
[the] chair, sir, to me and said ‘George, don’t you kill my bill by 
attaching, or trving to ingraft, vour bill on it.’ ‘Well,’ said J, 
‘Davy, I will not do it’ and so [my] proposition was deferred. 
In the case of the Arkansas bill, the same appeal was made to 
me by my friend (Mr. Johnson). When the Arkansas bill came 
up for consideration in this chamber, my noble and distinguished 
friend, now our Minister at Madrid, (Mr. A. C. Dodge) 

said to me ‘Colleague, let us amend this bill by adding Iowa to 
Arkansas.’ I said ‘I will not do it. Bob is our good friend, 
and I will not do it.’ ’’” 

It is doubtless the belief at the present time that it was a fore 
eone conclusion that Chicago was destined to be the railroad 
center of the Middle West but this was very far from being re- 
garded as assured in 1854. Cincinnati was ealled the Queen 
City of the West. She had obtained railroad connection with 
Lake KMrie at Cleveland by way of Springfield in 1845 and by 
way of Columbus in 1851. A railroad was opened by way of 
Pittsburgh to Philadelphia and Baltimore in 1852 and it was 
still hoped that Hayne’s projected road would connect her with 
Charleston and the South. In 1847 a project was matured for 
connecting Cincinnati with St. Louis by a direct line, the Ohio 
and Mississippi.*? The road was chartered in Indiana in 1848, 
in Ohio in 1849, and in Illinois in 1851 but was not opened until 
1857 and by that time the future of Chicago was assured. It 
Hall’s plan for a railroad from St. Joseph through Hannibal, 
Springfield, Indianapolis, and Columbus to Philadelphia had 
succeeded, Chicago might have been sidetracked; but insuper 
able difficulties prevented its completion. The Wabash was pro- 
jected in 1853 from Toledo to Hannibal and St. Louis but con 
struction was too slow to accomplish its purpose of relegating 
Chicago to the background. When another convention was held 
at Memphis in 1853 in behalf of the southern route to the Pa 

21 Jd., 34 Cong., 1 Sess., 1170. 

2 Geographical, Geological and Statistical Relations of the Ohio and Mississippi 


Railroad (Cine nnati, 1852); Reports and Statistical Documents Pe rtaining to the 
Ohio and Mississippi Railroad (Cincinnati, 1853). 
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cific, the newspapers of Chicago were alarmed lest Chicago 
should lose the transcontinental line and thes clamored dail 
for a northern convention to counteract the Memphis recom 
mendations.** ‘They still feared that the railroads would go by 
Chicago and leave her out of the main line of eommunieation 
between the East and the West. 

But the tide had turned. In 1852 the Michigan Southern and 
communication with the East. Inthe East numerous short lines 
were rapidly merged into trunk lines. In 1853 eleven independ 
ent roads were united to form the New York Central. West of 
Chicago the roads were building with feverish activity. The 
Rock Island and the Galena Union were opened to the Mississip 
piin 1854. The Alton, the Burlington, and the Dixon Air Line 


followed in quick succession.** The success of these roads de 
pended on their becoming links in the transcontinental railway, 


and in order that Chicago might be the terminus of that railway 
Nebraska had to be organized. 

When the Thirty-third Congress met for its first session j 
Dec mber, 1853 the stage was set for the buildi o of the Paetfie 
railroad by the southern route. President Pierce had appointed 
Jefferson Davis secretary of war and he quickly aequired a 
controlling influence in the administration. Davis’ first ear 

as to organize and dispatch the exploring expeditions that had 
been authorized at the last session of Congress. He next si 
cured the appointment of General James Gadsden, former presi 
dent of the South Carolina Railroad and one of the foremost pro 
moters of the southern route for the Pacific railroad, as minister 
to Mexico. The chief objects of Gadsden’s mission were to se 
cure relief for the United states from liability, assumed by Lie 
treaty of Guadalupe, for Indian depredations on the frontier and 
to secure from Mexico sufficient territory south of the Gila River 


for the building of a railroad to the Pacific by that route. It 


Chicago Democratic Press, June 7, 1853, et ] 
24 Annual Reviews of the Business of Chicago, Nos. 1-7 ( ro, 18 ~ 
W m Bross, The Ra uls, History a ( C] (2d ed. Chieag 
1854) gives map of railroads converging in ¢ o Sta t of the ¢ 
and Prospects of the Chicago § Rock Island Railroad Company (New Yor 18 
gives a map five feet long showing through commu tions from Bostor 1 New 


York by way of Chicago and Rock Island to Council B 








was confident expected that the tre it eould be seeured in 
tit or ¢ ress to authorize the road This expectation was 
1 ( ind the treatyv was ioned December 0 In the Sum 
! r 4 LSo a speecti ll Ph | di Iph 1 Da Ls had advoeated 
build road under the ir power and by the southern 
route [In his first annual message, President Pierce strongly 
urged building of the road and expressed the hope ‘‘that 
part not full reports of the surveys ordered will be re 
ceived in t for transmission to the two houses of Congress 
on or before the first Monday in February, as required by the 
‘tt of appropriation.’’ If the plan for building the railroad by 
thie thern route was to ] blocked there was not a moment to 
{not a moment was lost ()} the first day of the session 
|) of lowa gave notice of his intention to introduce a bill 
the organization o Nebras] a and on Deeember 14 he Lure 
duced the bill in the exaet form in whieh it had passed the House 
tthe preceeding’ session al d had been defeated in the Senate by 
only six votes. The storm raised by the Kansas-Nebraska Act 
made mpossible to secure any Pacifie railway legislation at 
It is a part of the anti-slavery propaganda of the time, re 
peated by most of the historians ever since, that Nebraska was 
divided into the two territories of Kansas and Nebraska in 
order that one of them might be slave. It was made pertectly 
clear at the time hat the div ision was due to railroad consider 
ations and was made at the request of a free state. In intro- 
dueing the ubstitute bill Douglas sald 
‘Upon eonsulting with the delegates from Towa I find that they think 
that their nteres s well as the interests of the Territory require 
That 1 T ritory of Nebraska should be divided into two Territories. 
So far as I have been able to consult the Missouri delegation, 
t] are of the same opinion.’”’ 
N. ( ] ( en Treaty (Philadelphia, 1923), 81-82, 104. Ratifiea 
t ses until April 25, 1854. M f th 
base e extenst ve territory was illy opposition 
N y t da | gh son flue here was attached to the 
( I 3 na ve map of Nort America, on wht 
et Ma 1 eS r the P railway and a great circle 
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s, otherwise the seat of government and leading t oughtfares ist 


ve fallen south of Iowa 


\s Professor Allen Johnson puts it: ‘‘One territo 


to the central route; two territories meant an equal chance for 
th northern and central routes. As the representative « 
(‘hicago interests, Douglas was not blind to these econsidet 
tion +e] 
Having organized Nebraska, Douglas was ready for the Pa 
cifie railroad. At the next session of Congress, January 9, 1855 
. introduced his railroad bill in the Senate and it was referred 
to a select committee and reported back on January 15. The 


ill provided for three roads: one west from Texas, anotl 


her west 
from Missouri or lowa, and a third west from Minnesota. With 

the limits designated the location of the roads was left to the 
contractors.*? The day after the bill was reported back to the 
Senate, Dunbar of Louisiana moved in the House to substitute 
it for a bill pending there. Two days later John G. Davis of 


Indiana moved to amend by substituting a single road west from 
fowa or Missouri, and in this form the bill was passed; but some 
question arising as to pairs, Benton rallied the opposition and 
the bill, upon reconsideration, was lost by a single vote. In the 
Senate, Guyer of Missouri opposed the bill on the ground that 
the eastern interests would choose the Iowa terminal, since they 
would furnish the capital and already owned the lowa roads 
Nevertheless, Douglas carried the bill through the Senate (Feb 
ruary 19) but it was not again taken up in the House. The sub 
stitution of this bill in the House and the restriction to a sin 
road look very much like a prearranged plan. Had the bill 

7 Cong. Globe, 33 Cong., 1 Sess., 221, 223, A) 


Stephe n A, Douglas (New York, 1908), 239 
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passe dt the House there is little doubt that Douglas could havi 
in the Senate. Thus, by a single vote in the House, 
D sila missed accomplishi o the purpose for which he had 
organized Nebraska. While he failed by the narrowest possibli 
margin to attain his object he nevertheless blocked the building 
e southern road, which was upon the eve of accomplishment 
Incidentally, he blocked the project tor the absorption of Mexico 
which Jefferson Davis intended should follow the building of the 
southern road,” and he very possibly saved California to the 
Union, since a southern road, built before the war, might hav: 
carried that state into the Confederaey. February 27 Davis 
made a report summarizing the results of the exploring expedi 
tions and recommending the Gila route. The inereasing sec 
tional bitterness resulting from the Kansas struggle and the 
Dred seott decision made it thereafter impossible to agree oO! 
the building of any road. 


The only serious objection to the theory that Douglas was 
controlled by railway considerations in the organization of Kan 
sas and Nebraska is found in the fact that he never gave that 
motive, when hard pressed, as he afterward was, to defend hi 
course. The explanation of this fact is to be found in the pe 
culiar difficulty of his position both in his own state and in the 
Union. His private interests and the interests of the peopl 
of northern Illinois were bound up in the development of Chica 
eo. Southern Illinois was tributary to St. Louis and its in 
terests demanded a St. Louis terminal. If he favored a Chicag« 
terminal, he saerificed the interests of the people of southern 
Illinois and laid himself open to the charge of favoring his own 
private interests. If he favored a St. Louis terminal, he saeri 
ficed his nsbeulé interests and the interests of the people 
northern Illinois. He could not openly favor either a Chieago 
ora St. Louis terminal without losing the support of one section 
or the other of his state. His position was similar in the Union. 
He remained a candidate for the presidency until his final nomi 
nation and defeat. If at any time he had explained that the act 
which had been generally accepted as a concession to the South 
was in reality intended to sacrifice southern to northern railway 


W. E. Dodd, Jefferson Davis (Philadelphia, 1907), 161. 
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National Intelligencer, attributed to Edward Bates of St. Louis, 
who was, of course, greatly interested in a St. Louis terminal, 


{ 1] ” 
It ads HS TOLOWS: 


[ | e sometimes been so uncharitable as to suspect that the sensitiv 
Negro question, the agitation of which had been quieted by the Compro 
mise legislation of 1850, condemned by the platforms of both parties i 


1852, and denounced by the respectable press all over the nation, wa 


thr | ipon the first Congress under Mr. Pierce for the purpose ot 


smotherine what was indubitablyv the great question of the dav, an 
escaping the supposed peril of deciding upon the really grand an 
necessary proposition of a national railroad from the Mississippi Valley 


} 


Paeifie Ocean. Whether or not it was designed for that end, 


In a ve ry famous speech, referring to the Dred Seott case 


Lineoln onee said that ‘*‘ When we see a lot of framed timbers, 


different portions of which we know to have been gotten out at 
different times and places and by different workmen — Stephen, 
Franklin, Roger and James for instance -and we see these 


timbers joined together, and see they exactly make the frame 
of a house or a mill, —in such a ease we find it impossible not 
to believe that Stephen and Franklin and Roger and James all 
understood one another from the beginning, and all worked upon 
a common plan drawn up from the beginning.’’ When we know 
that Douglas introduced a bill for the organization of Nebraska 
in 1844, and that in 1845 he drew up a detailed plan for the 
organization of Oregon and Nebraska and for a federal grant 


of land to them for the construction of a railroad from the Mis 
souri to the Pacifie and for a grant of land to lowa and Missouri 
for the construction of roads connecting with this Pacifie rail 
road; when we see that Hall and Atchison worked for years to 
secure grants of land to Missouri for one connecting road and 
that Douglas and Jones and Dodge worked for years to secure 
erants to lowa for another connecting road; when we see that 
these roads could not succeed unless the territory of Nebraska 
were organized and a Pacifie railroad built through it, and that 


Statement f Facts and a Few Suaaestions in Review of Political Action in 


Missouri, 1856, p. 77, quoted by E. L. Craik, ‘‘Southern Interest in Territorial Kan 
sas,’’ in Kansas Hist. Soe., Collections XV, 369. The slavery issue was not so 
much foreed by Douglas as forced upon him. If Nebraska was to be organized the 
issue be avoided 
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is organization could not be postponed lest another road should 
be built to the south which would re nder all their labors vain 


1 useless; when we see that Douglas and Hall and Dodge and 


mm at 


Atchison worked together to organize this territory and that 
ey divided it into two parts in order that the Missouri road 
ont have one part and the lowa road might have the o~ner, 
the conclusion is irresistible that these projects originating 
oether and earried out together ste p bY step during a lone 
re riod ot years were a fulfillment ot the spec fie plan \\ ich We 
now that Douglas formulated in the beginnine 

But now come the historians and tell us that the purpose for 
which Douglas organized the territory west of the Missouri in 


1854 was quite different from the purpose for which he had 


proposed to organize it in 1845 and had been trvine to organize 


it since 1848. I have wearied vou with much detail but in no 
other way could I make it clear that the organization of Kansas 
and Nebraska was the outcome of a project that Douglas had 


rmulated nine years before and for six years had been actively 
promoting. Not feeling very strongly on the subject of slavery 
? 


} 
His 


nd believing sincerely that it was not likely to invade 


region, he was willing even to repeal the Missouri Compromis 
order to accomplish the great purpose of his life 


The best answer to the charge that Douglas repealed the 


Missourt Compromise to win southern support for the presi 


dency is found in the fact that he did not originally intend 
repeal it but merely to limit it to the territorial period. If th 
bill had been a bid for southern support for the presideney, 


Douglas would have proposed repeal in the first place. His 


evident purpose was to raise just enough doubt as to the status 
of slavery in the new territory to win the few votes that were 
needed to secure its organization but his hand was unexpectedly 
forced by Dixon and he was compelled reluctantly to consent to 


the total repeal of the Missouri Compromise. 


There is a saying: ‘‘You cannot see the mountain near.”’ 
There is point in the proverb but it is equally true that you 


cannot see anything else when you are near the mountain. Our 


fathers were so near the mountain of slavery that they did not 
{ 


realize the importance of the great movement of populati 


Ol} ot 
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which they were a part and of the building of the railways, which 


was its controlling factor. Our generation has been making 


1 
} 


history out of partisan diatribes of the past. It is time to take 
account of the forces that made for nationality and union as 
} 


well as those t] 


at made for sectionalism and separation. 


> 





PROJECTS FOR COLONIZATION IN THE SOUTH. 
1684-1732 


By VERNER W. Cran 


Lhe half eenturs before the rounding’ of Georgia has seemed 


mark a complete hiatus in the process of English coloniza 


tion in North America. No new provinces were planted, and 
meanwhile most of the familiar motives for founding colonies 
id lost their foree. In Keneland the fires ot religious and po 
tical controversy had burned out. That England was over 


; 


populated was no longer the belief of publicists and stat 


esmel 


Hopes of riches from great landed estates in America had be 
lashed; towards existing proprieties, moreover, government 
for new 


was hostile. The continental areas now available 
provinees lay exactly within the zones, northern and southern, of 
international competition; and imperial rivalry, though later to 


promote, for a time served to check the fruition of colonial 


senemes. 
bas : ‘ . - ] ’ . . ae 
But this was peeuliarly an age of projects, and eolonial 


Cl 

terprises were frequently mooted. The history of these schemes 

is something more than a curious record of failure. It reveals a 

definite transition from the seventeenth-century era of coloniza 

tion to that of the eighteenth century, with the westward move 
° 


nent as the new setting. Most of the current proposals for 


‘ 


colonies had reference to that debatable land, south and west of 
the Savannah River, which was included within the overlapping 
claims of England, France, and Spain — the earliest theater of 
the great contest for the West. Against this background th 
founding’ of Georgia emerges, not aS an isolated episode, but 
as the culmination of repeated efforts to occupy, in tace of the 
Spanish and especially the French, an important frontier of 
empire. 

The first endeavor of this sort—aside from the fleeting 
project in 1682 for a Florida proprietorship appears 


Calendar of State Pap ( al, 168 ( 8.4 vf 
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been the short-lived Scots settlement planted by Lord Cardross 
at Stuart’s Town, Port Royal, in 1684.°. Intended as an asylum 
for Covenanters, it thus belones to a notable category of seven 
teenth-century enterprises. And the fate of Stuart’s Town 

extinguished in a Spanish raid of 1686 — has furnished a strik 
Ing prologue for the drama of Darien. In border history the 
episode had a significance of its own. The Cardross colony was, 
of course, a more flagrant intrusion into Florida than the Ash 
ley River settlement of 1670, which the Spanish had attempted, 
feebly, to overthrow. Moreover, there is evidence that Card 
ross expected to take up another county south of the Savannah 
River,’ and so to expand his settlement into the ancient Spanish 
mission province of Guale. To facilitate such an advance it 
happened opportunely that in 1684 Guale was abandoned by its 
most powerful Indians, the Yamasee, whose revolt and migra 
tion to South Carolina led shortly to the disruption of the Guale 
missions.‘ (Thus was begun, on this frontier, the long process 
of disintegration of Spanish authority in North America, before 
the advance of the Anglo-Americans!) But other circumstances 
prevented the Scots from pressing their advantage. At home 
their backers had been hopelessly compromised in the Rye 
House plot. In Carolina bitter disputes developed with the 
authorities at Ashley River,’ so that Stuart’s Town was left 
exposed to Spanish attack. Underlying the untimely quarrel 
over the claims of the Seots to independent jurisdiction was the 


effort of Cardross to monopolize the expanding inland Indian 
trade with the Creeks and other western tribes by way of the 
Savannah River. The Carolinians were determined then, as well 
as later against Virginia and Georgia, to maintain control of a 
trade which was their chief source of wealth, and which was be 

2 The fullest narrative of the Cardross colony is in G. F, Insh, Scottish Colonial 
Schemes, 1620-1686 (Glasgow, 1922), chap. vi. 

3 Letters, Illustrative of Public Affairs in Scotland, Addressed by Contemporary 
Statesmen to George, Earl of Aberdeen, Lord High Chancellor of Scotland, 
MDCLXXXI-MDCLXXXIV. Edited by John Dunn (Printed for the Spalding Club, 
1851), 58. See also Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers (hereafter cited a 
C. 0.) 5:287, p. 139 

4A. G. Barcia, Ensayo Cronolégico para la Historia General de la Florida (Mad 
rid, 1723), 287. C. O., 5:287, pp. 136, 142. 

5(C. O., 5:287. Folios 136-41. 
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south. 
\\ hile the Charl Ss ‘Town traders, in the last ad eade Oot the cel 


tury, were threading the forests ot the Gulf plains, opening 


} ng 
trade with tribes as distant as the Mississippi and so estab 
lishing a southern Indian frontier against the French as well as 
the Spanish there was revived in England a project for thi 


colonization of that great area which links the age of Charles I 
with the new era of Anglo-French conflict for commercial and 
colonial supremacy. 

Dr. Daniel Coxe was an English physician with an uncritical 
taste for tales of travel, and a persistent ambition to found vast 
western provinces in America.’ Already a Jersey propricto1 
in 1690 he sought in vain the favor of the Lords of Trade for a 
orant of an enormous area stretching westward to the Sout] 
Seas from Virginia, Pennsylvania, and New York.* Sometim 
later Coxe got possession of the old Heath patent of 1629 to the 
region between 31° and 36°. Arranging to settle a French Prot 
estant colony on a tract west of Apalache Bay, in 1698 Coxe sent 
out two vessels on his well-known exploring expedition OL the 
Gulf. But news of his plans had hastened the rival French ex 
pedition under Iberville. Louisana was established to fore 
stall the English advance, and Captain Bond was turned back 
from the mouth of the Mississippi. 

Meanwhile, before the Board of Trade, Coxe had supported 
his claims and those of England by the recital of some undoubted 
Virginian and Carolinian exploits in western exploration, and 
by other more dubious tales. Reverting to his proposal of 1690 
he asked that a northern tract be added; and when it appeared 
that CaroldAna did not include the Gulf coast, he petitioned for a 
further southward extension! Coxe’s scheme was to trans 
form his propriety into a great stock-company, to be ineorpor 
ated as the Florida Company. Among the objects proposed, be 

6V. W. Crane, ‘‘The Southern Frontier in Queen Anne’s War,’’ Ame in H 
torical Review, XXIV, 381-82 

7G. D. Seull, ‘‘ Biographical Notice of Dr. Daniel Coxe, of London,’’ J 

a Magazine of History and Biography, VII, 317-26 


’ f-e 
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sides the usual pretense ot converting the Indians, was the re 
lief of indigent debtors.’ Coxe’s title was held valid by the 
Attorney-General; meanwhile, he had apparently reached an 
agreement with the Carolina Proprietors upon a mutual bound 
ary at the Altamaha River. Although the Board of Trade seems 
to have been impressed by his plea that the French should be 
checked in the West, they raised a number of objections, on the 
seore of the diffieults of defending an Enelish colony on the Gulf, 
inconvenience in enforeing the Acts of Trade, suspicions of 
stock-jobbing, ete. The seheme was referred without recom 
mendation to the Crown, 2s involving considerations of state. 
Later, Coxe’s son asserted that aid was promised by William 
[11, which his death and the ensuing war prevented. In 1719 
Coxe revived his claims. Again he was heard by the Board of 
Trade, which was seeking substantiation, from any quarter, of 
the English title to the West, to use in approaching boundary 
discussions at Paris.’* It was at this time that Coxe proposed 
that an agreement be sought with the French on the basis of the 
acceptance of the Mississippi River as the Anglo-French bound- 
ary inthe West. In 1722, after an attempt, characteristic of the 
time, to transform Carolana into a ‘‘bubble,’’'* the younger 
Coxe made literary salvage of his father’s memorials in that 
curiosity of the literature of colonial promotion — famous for 
its plan of intereolonial union — A Description of the English 
Province of Carolana. 

In America, Queen Anne’s War had stimulated an aggressive 
imperialism which now furnished a noteworthy impulse towards 
colonization. On the southern frontier partisan warfare led to 
the ravaging of the Florida missions, and to attacks upon the In- 
dian bulwarks of Louisiana which fell just short of the complete 
destruction of the new French colony. In the minds of the 
provincial leaders the goal was defined as the control of the 


10 Bodleian Library, Rawlinson Mss., A, 305, f.2 


11 Cal. of State Papers, ¢ ol., 1699, p. 572. 
»p. 105-7. British Museum Add. Mss., 15903, f. 116. Board of 
I 

Trade Journals, August, 1719, passim 


14 Historical Manuscripts Commission, Eleventh Report, Pt. 1V (Townshend Mss 
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\ leader in these expansionist efforts, and a strikine type ol 
imperialist produced by the American frontier, was the first 
saicteseie nila nt of South Carolina, Thomas Nairne. At 
he climax of the Inelish offensive in the South, in 1708, Nairne 
home a memorial to serve as information when peace was 

le, ‘that the English American Empire may not be unreasot 
bly Crampt up.’’ Confidently asserting the claims of Ene 


and to the whole region traversed by the Carolina traders, he 
reed that only South Carolina could check French expansion 
West. Among other expedients to strengthen the sout] 
frontier he discussed colonization. If HMngland could spare 
colomists, it would be best to settle the immediate borders ot 
South Carolina. But if new provinces were designed east of 
Mississippi, he urged that one be planted on Florida neck, with 
the Apalachee country, lately conquered, as the seat of gover 
ment. Another possibility was to settle in foree a little way 
est of the Mississippi, conciliate the Indians, develop the log 
vood trade and an under-ground Spanish commerce, and per 


ince, at some favorable juncture, strike boldly at the Spanish 


mune country ! In this erandiose scneme Nairne’s imMacn ation 
earried him beyond the vision of his generation. But certain 


elements from his program persisted, to be incorporated in the 
irst statement of Brit ish western policy. 
Meanwhile, the South Carolina Indian system collapsed in 
the great southern Indian conspiraey of 1715. For a time, in 
d, the Yamasee War threatened the extinction of the frontier 
CK lony. Thereafter the Spanish and the French recovered in 
luence, especially among the Creeks. In 1717, at the forks of 
ie Alabama, Fort Toulouse was established, an ominous eastern 
outpost of Louisiana; while a temporary intrusion of the Fret 
at Baie St. Joseph brought them closer to the new Lowe1 
Creek country on the Chattahoochee. Soon alarmist rumors 


{merican Historical Review, XXIV, 385-94 
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were current in Carolina, and conveyed to England, that the 
French, who were now visibly strengthening Louisiana, thought 
to penetrate overland eastward to the Altamaha. From ambi 
tious projects of expansion the Carolinians turned to programs 
of defense. Between 1715 and 1729 the two-fold purpose of 
their solicitations in England was to secure (1) complete re 
moval of proprietary control, and (2) effective aid in strength 
ening the southern frontier. 

While the Proprietors were under attack from their subjects 
and trom the Board of Trade, their failure as wardens of the 
southern marches the chief count against them, there was de 
veloped a plan—the best remembered of the pre-Georgia 
schemes — for solving the problem of frontier defense quite in 
the feudal spirit of their régime. The Margravate of Azilia, 
designed to oceupy precisely the region which became Georgia, 
has otherwise seemed chiefly remarkable as involving a unique 
degree of sub-infeudation, and for its singular plan of settle 
ment. The projector, Sir Robert Montgomery, whose father 
had been concerned with Cardross, envisaged a military-barrier 
colony. In his Discourse (1717), with its extravagant eulogy 
of ‘‘our future Eden,’’ he unfolded a highly artificial scheme for 
planting compact, fortified township settlements, with servants 
to till the proprietors’ land, and a class of gentlemen-tenants. 
The Lords Proprietors, anticipating quit-rents, readily conferred 
upon him a grant of land, with the privilege, so far as they could 
convey it, of a separate government.’* Montgomery’s petitions, 
like his pamphlets, listed hopefully the many valuable exotic 

} : 
commodities which Azilia, like all colonies projected in this area, 
was expected to produce. But in the appeals to the colonial au 
thorities the emphasis was placed upon Azilia’s strategie value 
draw them farther down the river toward their post. Archives Colonies, C 13, A 5 
f. 117, f. 155. For a Spanish account of this intrusion, see Barcia, op. cit., 338-39, 
341, 345-46, 

18 Sir Robert Montgomery, A Discourse Concerning the Design’d Establishment of 
a New Colony to the South of Carolina, in the Most Delightful Country of the Uni 
verse (London, 1717). One copy of this pamphlet in the John Carter Brown Library 
contains an appendix with a revised plan for the payment of subscriptions, not to 
Montgomery, but to trustees. ‘ 

19 ©, O., 5:292, pp. 93-94. The minutes of the Lords Proprietors show that Amos 
Kettleby, until recently agent of South Carolina, was associated with Montgomery. 
Copies of the lease and release are in C, O., 5:1265, Q. 144-45 (1 








in Anglo-Freneh even more than in Anglo-Spanish rv 


\lontgomery *s associate, the poet projector Aarot 


pointed out, in terms which strikingly recall the 


ne. that ‘‘under covert of this grant, a settlement 


tt dly, and without hose, be made somewhere on the 
achla. seated upon th Gulf, the Inelish would 
position to wateh the desiens of the French, ‘tand be 


] 


Already aroused to the French danger in the West 


arolinians, and by Spotswood of Virginia, whose wel 


eC Board Ol Trade Was favorably GISpost d towart 


rier colony. But in line with their policy they propos 


Carolina Proprietors first surrender their powers ot 


tin the new provinee. 


/ 


and several interesting promotion 


\zilia had many competitors for public support in that 
the South Sea excitement. Transformed, apparen 
hubble,’’ the project disappeared with the « bbing Ol 
speculation in 1720. It left only a name on cont 


os were largely an echo of the clamors from South 


se. of 1720, advertised the modified scheme for colo. 


Catherine’s and the other so-ealled ‘‘Golden Islands 
lian ecoast.*! Krom the Carolina agents the revise 
( () +: 19° Q. 143 

= c 
Aaron Hill, 1 London, 17 IT, 187-9 Cc. O 
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But the ghost of Az nd the Golden Islands sionally stalk 
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he John Carter Brown Library The former has sometimes be 
erroneously to John Barnwell, whose letter deseribing the sea slands is 
tter pamphlet indignantly repudiated the reputation of th en g 
Preparations already made for a first settlement at St Catherine’s wet 
A combined military-industrial community, with gentlemen as comm 
ind overseers in agriculture, was pictured, which vividly recalls the « 
tion type of settlement Besides profits from quit-rents, subseribers 
were promised further profits from a monopoly of trade in A 
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net \ opposition,” for now the results of the Revolution « 
o : a > 
1419 im South Carolina, in the overthrow of the proprietar 


eovernment, had been aecepted by the Crown. 

In 1721 actual English occupation of the old Spanis 
proy ince of Guale began, with the building ot Kort King Georg: 
at the mouth of the Altamaha River. It was erected, unde 
roval direction, by a frontier planter and Indian fighter of Sout! 
Carolina, John Barnwell, who had lately returned from an in 
portant mission in England for the revolutionary South Caro 


[It was garrisoned for half-a-dozen vears by 


a company of British invalids, until they were removed to Port 
Roval, following the burning of the original fort. By th 
Board of Trade, in 1727 and again in 1730, the rebuilding of thi 


fort was insisted upon as vital. KMvidently this feeble stockade, 
distant sixty miles from the margin of English settlement, was 


ey 
r 
| 


valued out of all proportion to its dubious military usefulness ni 


shielding the border from the Spanish and the marauding Yama 
see. In fact it was intended as was Georgia later, in larg 
measure as a strategic move in the Anglo-French conflict for 
the West. In 1720 the Board of Trade had prepared two im 
portant reperts on South Carolina which contained the initial 
ormulation of a British western policy.’ Therein was advo 
eated a program tor building posts all along the southern and 
western borders, on the Chattahoochee and the Tennessee as 
well as the Altamaha, to offset the encroachments of the Freneh 
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from Canada and Louisiana. It is especially noteworthy that 1 


advancing this plan the Board was merely endorsing an 
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igeested should become centers of frontier settlement hus 
is early as 1720, under pressure from the Carolina imperialist 
settlement es well as the fortification of th 1 Ol heh 
became Georgia had been definitely approved by the Board of 
Prade. But for more than a deeade various obstacles prevented 
ie fruition of this imperial purpose. Despite the zeal of the 
Board, government was indifferent. Moreover, until 1729 
o lone, that is, as the Proprietors held title to the soul the 
proprietary land policy checked the efforts which were made 
ert the mounting stream of foreign Protestant rat 
o the Carolina borders 
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the earlier period of the southwestern projects ot Coxe and 
Nairne and Montgomery. But even Purry’s modest beginnings 
in directing Swiss settlement towards the South were frustrated, 
after he had brought together several hundred colonists, by thé 
fickleness of the Proprietors, who repeatedly altered the terms 
of their assistance. Instead of a predecessor ot Georgia, Pur 
rvysburgh became a _ feeble sister-colony. With the earlhe 
pamphlets, however, Purry’s advertisements no doubt helped to 
direct attention to the southern border. 


By 1730, when the picturesque visit of the seven Cherokee 


Indians to England gave added notoriety to the southern front 
ier, the idea of colonization beyond the Savannah was thorough 
lv familiar, and for reasons of empire, cordially approved. But 
all attempts to plant new colonies there had failed, through in 
herent weaknesses or proprietary obstruction. There remained 
an alternative: the extension of the existing Carolina settlements 
into the unoccupied region, under a system which should take 
account of the peculiar strategie problem. Such a system was 
the New Kineland township plan, already copied in Virginia. 
Repeatedly urged by the Carolinians themselves with John 
Barnwell again the prime-mover — it was at length indorsed by 
the Board of Trade and the Privy Council in the instructions 
issued in 1730 to Robert Johnson, appointed royal governor fol 
lowing the purchase, in 1729, of the proprietary title. These 
vere drafted in the winter of 1729-30 in close conference with 
the appointee. In several memorials Johnson revived the Barn 
well township secheme.*“* His proposals, to be sure, referred 
specifically to the region from the Savannah northward, where 
he urged that ten inland townships be planted upon the prinei 
pal rivers, under conditions which would attract poor settlers. 
But when the instructions were completed by the Board in June, 
1730 they included the significant addition of two townships on 
the river Altamaha. 

In view of the surrounding circumstances, it appears that 
20. 0., 5:292, pp. 149, 151; 5:387, pp. 119, 120; 5:383; 5:361, C 80; 5:401, p. 32. 
Commons House of Assembly Journals (Mss. in office of Historical Commission, 


Columbia), June 19, 1722. C. O., 5:387, p. 51. 
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roprietary provinces. But in addition there had hitherto 
ked any such effective impulse towards transplanting colon 
ts as the religious and political controversies of an earliet 
me had furnished. Now, at last, such an impulse was provides 
those organized forces of piety and philanthropy so charae 
eristie of this epoch. To the imperialism of the Carolinian 
d the Board of Trade — anti-Spanish, but even more aggres 
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‘ecclesiastical imperialism’? ot which Dt Thomas Bray ha 
een for many vears the vigorous leader. 
Qne of the main channels through which the rising tide « 
Knglish piety and social reform was flowing consisted of tl 
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show, it was a small religious society established by Dr. Bra: 
to cherish two of his favorite charities which was transformed, 
between 1730 and 1732, into the Georgia Trust. In this circum 
stance is the clue to the anomaly that Georgia in organizatio 
reverted to the proprietary type. 

It would require a more elaborate analysis than is here poss! 
ble of the personnel of the various pious, philanthropic, and 
colonizing movements which converged to produce Georgia to 
show how closely they were interwoven. The interlocking mem 
bership of the Board of Trade and the Gaols Committees has 
been mentioned as significant; and elsewhere it has been shown 
that the Gaols Committees were represented in the enlarged As 
sociates of Dr. Bray which formed the nidus of the Georgia 
board.*® But the connections were even more involved. In 
1725-26, Dr. Bray and his religious friends had been in touch 
with the Swiss promoter Purry.*® Thus the appeal that Georgia 
made to foreign Protestants was quite in keeping with the Bray 
tradition. One of the obseure springs of the Georgia enterpris 
may perhaps be found in Bray’s plan for artisan-mission settle 
ments on the frontiers, to raise a barrier against Indian barbar 
ism, which he advanced in 1727 in opposition to Dean Berkley’s 
more famous project.** Bray was a more sympathetic critic of 
the Maine-Nova Scotia scheme of his friend Thomas Coram, but 
deemed its site too far northward for the charitable colony which 
in his last days he hoped to see planted for the relief of the poor 
and of foreign Protestants.** From Coram’s testimony and from 
other evidence ** there is some reason to believe that Dr. Bray, 
who anticipated Oglethorpe in prison investigation,* anticipated 
him also in suggesting the debtor-colony plan. 

388 V. W Crane, ‘‘The Philanthropists and the Genesis of Georgia,’’ 
Historical Review, XXVII, 63-69. 

9 Ibid, 

40C, O., 5:387, pp. 119-20, 
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41 T[homas] B[ray], Missionalia; or, a Collection of Missionary Pieces Relating 
to the Conversion of the Heathen, Both the African Negroes and American Indians 
(London, 1727). This rare volume I have seen in the British Museum. 

42 Thomas Coram to Benjamin Colman, April 30, 1734. ‘‘Letters of Thomas 
Coram,’’ Edited by W. C. Ford, in Massachusetts Historical Society Proceedings 
LVI, 20-21. 

43 American Historical Review, XXVII, 66, note 15. I should not now exclude so 
positively the possibility of Bray’s prime agency in suggesting the charitable colony 

440, F. Secretan, Memoirs of the Life and Times of the Pious Robert Nelson, 

(London, 1860), 102. American Historical Review, XXVII, 65, note 9. 
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Certainly such projects were in the air.*® In a famous com 
mercial tract by Joshua Gee, The Trade and Navigation of Great 
Britain Considered (first edition, 1729) there appeared a pro- 
posal for transporting the unemployed as well as convicts to 
America, to be settled on the frontiers of the southern colonies, 
there to cultivate flax and hemp.* Such colonists, said Gee, 
would multiply rapidly, ‘‘by which Means those vast Tracts of 
Land now waste will be planted, and secured from the Danger 
we apprehend of the French over-running them.’’ It has not, ap 
parently, been noted that Gee’s suggestions were almost ver 
bally reproduced in the first recorded description of ¢ vlethorpe’s 
charitable colony plan.‘ 

Oglethorpe, of course, was the real founder of Georgia, in the 
sense that it was he who mobilized the forces of piety and charity 
to accomplish a task of imperial as well as of philanthropie in 
terest. Georgia, however, promised to realize the dreams of 
many men, Englishmen and colonials — hence, in part, its ex 
traordinary vogue in those early years. To be sure, for the most 
part the promoters who preceded Oglethorpe had prepared the 
way only as they had advertised the region. But a larger value 
attaches to the work of the Carolina imperialists and the Board 
of Trade in developing that frontier policy — anti-Spanish, but 
also anti-French — of which Georgia became, after 1732, the con 
crete embodiment. 


45 A tantalizing clue to an early debtor-eolony proposal is furnished by the editor, 
H. J. Todd, of the second edition of Publick Spirit Illustrated in the Life and De 

ns of Thomas Bray (London, 1808). Todd had access to the lost early journals of 
the Associates; to the statement that ‘‘a design was formed of establishing a Colony 
n America’’ he added a note that ‘‘ Proposals, with a view to this object had been 
published by John Norris. They were dedicated to the Members of Parliament.’ 
The design described was for relief of the poor. 

46 See especially chap. xxvii; and compare Percival’s Diary, I, 44-45, for Perei 

l’s record of Oglethorpe’s conversation of February 23, 1730. 

47 For a fuller development of the striking parallel between the Gee and O 
thorpe schemes, see my essay on ‘‘The Promotion Literature of Georgia,’’ in Biblic 


graphical Essays ; a Tribute to Wilberforce Eames (Cambridge, Mass., 1924), 284-85 











WESTERN AIMS IN THE WAR OF 1812 
By Jutivs W. Pratt 


In an interesting article entitled ‘‘Western Land Hunger and 
the War of 1812: a Conjeeture,’’ in the Missitssrprr Vatury His 
roRIcAL Review tor March, 1924 (pp. 365-95), Mr. Louis Mortor 
Hacker submitted if I understand him aright three majo 
propositions. 

Kirst, ‘‘the West desired Canada and therefore sought wat 
with England’’ (p. 366). 

Seeond, fear of the Indians, coupled with the belief that th 
British stood behind the Indian menace, was of little importance 
as an actual cause of the war spirit in the West. 

Third, the true cause of the western enthusiasm for a war o! 
conquest was cupidity for the agricultural land of Canada, 


dueed by a belief that the valuable agricultural land of the United 


{ 
lv all utilized: ‘‘Canada stood for great re 


States was near 
serves of agricultural land’’ (p. 566). 

Kach of these propositions needs, it seems to me, analysis and 
criticism from an angle somewhat different from that employed 
by Mr. Hacker. 

| 

With the first — that ‘‘the West desired Canada and therefore 
sought war with England’’ — I should disagree only in thinking 
it too narrow a statement of the ease. Mr. Hacker’s West is too 
limited an area. He defines it comprehensively enough as ‘‘that 
area of settlement lving back of the frontier line,’’ which in 1812 
‘ran ina straggling line from southern Maine across the north 
ern edge of the country to the Mississippi and thenee east again 
by way of the Tennessee over the rim of the Appalachians to 
the sea’’ (p. 367). But his analysis of the motives that prompt 
ed the West to war deals only with those which affected a seg 
ment of this great area — the Ohio Valley. The Ohio Valley no 
doubt desired Canada, and its spokesmen played a great part in 
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ing on the war: but with the spokesmen of the Ohio Vall 
\ir. Hacker himself names not only Grundy of Tennessee, who 


need more to the Southwest than to the Ohio Valley, but 


houn and Lowndes of South Carolina and Troup ot Georgia 


ok - 4 ] . 1] i 
were distinetly southern men. A tull aeeount of the reason 
1 . : 16 | { 
the West desired war in 1812 must explain the motives ot 
Southwest as well as those of the Northwest. Klsewhere’ | 


e@ atte mpted to Show that the pr ople ot thre Soutliwest were 


eas anxious for Florida as their northern brethren were fo1 


nada, and that they looked upon the conquest of this territory 
from Spain (an ally of Great Britain) as a certain fruit of wat 
Kneland. 
The first of Mr. Haecker’s three propositions, therefore, | 
nid me rely wish to modify to read, let us Say, as follow the 
Northwest and the Southwest saw as their gains in a war wit 
land the probable acquisition, I'¢ spectivel « Ol (‘a1 ada a | 
‘lorida. Mv objections to Mr. Hacker’s) minimizing the 
British-Indian menace as a cause of the war spirit in the West, 
| his emphasis of land-hunger as the real cause of the war, | 


il attempt to make clear at grea 


Let me in the first place emphasi e the facet that for the pur 
e of the subject under discussion we ar not primarily con 


erned with the actual magnitude of the danger from the h 


; or the actual nature and extent of the alleged al 


lianee be 


tween Indians and British. The object of our inquiry ts the 


A Ai ‘ 
Westerner’s state of mind, and his state of mind arose not tron 
at we today may know, but from what he then believed. Non 
does it seem to me relevant to bring into the discussion (see p 


”) the question of right and wrong between Indian and white 


inconsiderate Ly, ©) 


pioneer. That the Indians were treate 


oo often brutally that they were, in Mr. Hacker’s words, 


re sinned against than sinning’’ — may readily be granted. 
But the qui stion for us to consider is whether, because of tl 


treatment or for other reasons, the Westerner of 1812 reg irded 
the Indians as a menace and held the British partly responsible 
ry their threatening attitude. 
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At the very beginning of his discussion of this point, Mr 
Hacker falls into what I cannot help regarding as a fundamenta 
error in psychology. ‘‘Should not the question be,’’ he ask 
‘“not, were the Indians a menace to some isolated areas of sett] 
ment where both sides erred in their conduct, but, rather, did 
the Indians as a host threaten the existence of the white civili 
zation in the Ohio Valley? Conceived in such terms the India: 
problem is shorn of its importance’’ (pp. 372-73). Conceived i: 
such terms most of the vexing problems of history would b 
shorn of their importance. Now and then comes a danger whic! 
actually threatens the existence of a nation or a people, but most 
international friction and most wars arise from marginal irri 
tations akin to that which existed in 1812 in the Ohio Valley 
We need not go outside United States history for illustrations 
Certainly no one threatened ‘‘the existence of the white eiviliza 
tion’’ in the colonies from 1765 to 1775; it was an accumulatio: 
of small annoyances upon the fringes of society that brought o1 
revolution. The existence of civilization in the South — or the 
existence of slavery — can hardly be said to have been threat 
ened in 1860. Spain did not threaten our national existence i 
1898, nor did Germany in 1917. The fear and hatred aroused 
by certain reputed racial! and religious ‘‘menaces’’ among peo 
ple of our own day of a degree of enlightenment comparable to 
that of the Westerner of 1812, might have suggested to Mr 
Hacker that a danger to national existence is not necessary to 
the production of a belligerent state of mind. 

No reasonable person would argue with Mr. Hacker when he 
shows (pp. 373-74) that there was little danger of some 5000 
Indian warriors wiping out settlements aggregating nearl\ 
1,000,000 whites. But if the Ohio Valley had little cause for 
‘“wholesale fear’’ of the Indians, it does not follow that it did 
not feel wholesale detestation of them, and entertain a wholesal 
determination to render them harmless and punish any who 
aided them. Mr. Hacker himself pictures the Ohio Valley as 
possessing a cultural and psychological unity (p. 368). Would 
not the center then feel the dangers existent upon the periphery 
There can hardly have been a family in the larger and olde 
settlements which had not kinsmen on the border of the wilder 
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ness, Where men thought of the Indian menace as a very persona! 
matter. When Andrew Jackson wrote to Governor Harrison, 
after the battle of Tippecanoe, that ‘‘the blood of our murdered 
countrymen must be revenged,’’* his words may have been a 
clever mask for his ‘‘land hunger’’; I find it easier, however, 
to believe them the natural expression of a sentiment common 
to every man or woman with friends on the far frontier or in the 
militia. 

That there were occasional scalping parties and murders by 
the Indians, that frontier settlements were actually exposed to 
eruel dangers, Mr. Hacker does not deny. These had always 
been incidents attendant upon frontier life. The points of his 
argument are, first, as already stated, that these dangers, real 
and potential all combined, constituted no real menace to the 
‘Coexistence of the white civilization in the Ohio Valley’’; and 
second, that such outrages and dangers were no real cause for 
hostility to England and supplied no real motive for wishing to 
expel the British from Canada. 

The reasoning by which Mr. Hacker establishes the second 
point is not to me entirely clear. After describing (p. 381) the 
manifold reports of Indian pillage and murder that circulated in 
1811, Mr. Hacker states: ‘‘The cause for all this was very plain 
in the mind of the West,’’ and he proceeds to quote widely from 
newspapers and other sources passages charging that the unrest 
among the Indians resulted from the operation of British agents. 
He further states (p. 383) that ‘‘of course popular sentiment 
accepted these accusations.’’ But if the newspapers, Governor 
Harrison, Governor Scott of Kentucky, popular sentiment, and 
(as he adds) congressmen from Kentucky and Tennessee, either 
made or accepted the accusations, if the agency of the British 
was ‘‘very plain in the mind of the West,’’ how are we to escape 
the conclusion that this belief in a collusion between the Indians 
and British was a powerful stimulus to war psychology in the 
West? Why, chiefly because John Randolph stated in Con 
gress that the real motive of the West was ‘‘agrarian cupidity.’’ 
‘‘His utterances,’’ says Mr. Hacker, ‘‘are the only contemporary 
accounts that reveal the affair in its true light’”’ (p. 383). 

2 Jackson to Harrison, Nov. 28, 1811, in Manuscripts from the Burt ( 
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To the value of John Randolph as a witness on this point 
shall recur later. I prefer to deal first with Mr. Hacker’s argu 
ment. 

Again I quote from the article (pp. 380-81): ‘‘Possibly West 
erners did not talk of those hopes nearest their hearts as moi 
sophisticated war-makers today do not. The war sentiment w: 
wrapped in the heavy veil of a lotty pretension: horrendou 
Indians armed to the teeth, led by raseally British, must be fac 
lest they sweep down upon western settlements and destroy U 
treasured work of years. . . . Had it not been for the illun 
inating speeches of John Randolph in the Twelfth Congress it 
doubtful whether the true road along which the western mi 
were marching would ever have been completely bared. 

The western clamor for war and for the conquest of Canada 
viewed in the light of his opposition, takes on a new meaning 
He questioned the hand of the British in the Tecumseh affair 
pointed out the true cause of Indian disaffection lot course thi 
American advance into the Indian country; it needed no vei 

acute mind to see that the Indians objected to giving up thei 
lands]; and, probing deeper, saw western indignation masking 
a secret policy of agrarian expansion. Here is an understand 
able motive for the strange desire for Canada.’’ 

Leaving for the present the question of the West’s ‘‘agrariai 
cupidity,’’ let us see whether it is really necessary to suppost 
that the great concern over the Indians and their alleged Britis! 
abettors must have been a ‘‘lofty pretension’’ to cloak som 
less avowable motive, such as ‘‘a secret policy of agrarian ex 
pansion,’’ and whether the desire for Canada was otherwise so 
strange as Mr. Hacker’s last sentence makes it appear. 

We have seen, by Mr. Hacker’s own admission, that the Ohio 
Valley was almost a unit in ascribing to the British its trouble 
with the Indians. Now if this is true, and if it is also true that 
the proclaiming of this grievance as a cause of war was a ‘‘loft) 
pretension,’’ then either the whole Ohio Valley was in a con 
spiraey, and John Randolph was the only outsider who detected 
it, or else the Ohio Valley as a unit was bamboozled by its lead 
ers. Neither of these alternatives seems to me probable on the 
face of it. Furthermore, a little consideration of the historic 





relations between the United States and the British in Canada 


was inevitable that Westerners should lav thei 
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will show that 11 
ndian troubles largely to the British. From the davs of the 
Revolution, by a virtual continuity of feeling, the British had 
en regarded as alway s the potential and rreque ntlv the actual 
lhes of the northwestern Indians against the United States 
ind there was nothing new in the idea that the onlv perfect cur 
r Indian troubles would be the expulsion of the British from 
Canada. 
In substantiating these statements we may beein with no les 
personage than George Washington. Writing in May, 1778 
of the Importance of uniting Canada with the other color les, he 
warned his correspondent that ‘tif that country is not with us, 


from its proxinits to the eastern States, its intercourse 


+ 
will 


‘ 


nd connexion with the numerous tribes ot western Indians. its 
eommunion with them by water and other loeal advair tages, b 


least a troublesome if not a dangerous neielibor to us.’’ 


Hamilton, in the Federalist, had urged that the western Indiat 


ere at once natural enemies of the United States and natural 
lhes of the British.* Durine the eritieal period from 1783 to 


1795 the British sought, through holding the northwestern posts 
to maintain the ascendancy over the Indians, to keep them united 
in resistance to Yankee encroachments, and thus to preserve a 
sort of Indian buffer state in the Northwest, the fur trade 


which would be exploited by British traders... In 1793 and 1794, 
hen war between the United States ai d Great Britain seemed 


probable, Canadian authorities gave distinet encourageme 


the Indians then resisting the American advance. Wayne, after 
Is victory in 1794, found evidence of British assistance to thi 
avages,”° and a Canadian writer stated that Lientenant-Gov: 
nor Simeoe would have liked to do still more. \lanyv were t 
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The immediate remedy then proposed was the surrender of 
the posts by the British, but it was plain that that would not 
effect a complete cure, and Findley of Pennsylvania, then a 
member of Congress, stated long afterward that during this 
Indian war ‘‘it was the opinion of our most sage politicians that 
we could never be secure against Indian war till we had possess- 
ion of Canada, and by that means have it in our power to cut off 
the communication between foreign nations and the Indians on 
our frontiers and in our own territory’’; though he added that 
the same men ‘‘said that neither our revenue, our credit or popu- 
lation would at that time justify the attempt.’’? The West fur- 
nished an important part of the pressure that led to final favor- 
able action by the House upon Jay’s treaty, and the western ar- 
gument was that there could be no security from Indian attack 
until the Indians were severed from their British friends.” 
The Jay treaty and the subsequent surrender of the north- 
western posts by the British were followed by a decade of rela- 
tively good relations between Great Britain and the United 
States, and the same period, significantly, is marked by quiet 
among the northwestern Indians. By 1805 the renewal of the 
Muropean war and the increasing aggressiveness of British 
naval officers and prize courts were resulting in renewed friction 
between the two nations, and simultaneously came new reports of 
unrest among the Indians. ‘‘There was a feeling of uneasiness 
in Detroit as early as 1806,’’ writes Professor McLaughlin.” 
In the following year, after the Chesapeake-Leopard incident, 
both Governor Harrison of Indiana and Governor Hull of Michi- 
gan reported to the Secretary of War their belief that the British 
were at work in an effort to alienate the Indians from their 
friendship with the United States. Harrison believed that the 
Chippewa, Ottawa, and Potawatomi waited only ‘‘for the signal 
9 Ibid., 12 Cor 


g., 1 Sess., I, 500-501 (Dee. 13, 1811 
° Pittsburgh Gazette 


, Sept. 5, 1795, May 14, 1796. After enumerating signs of 
an imminent Indian rising under British influence, the paper commented thus: 
‘«These particulars show sufficiently what we are to expect if the appropriations are 
not made, the Treaty carried into effect, and the Posts surrendered. . . . This 
country is in a state of general alarm; we hear that the clergy are convening their 
congregations to come forward with their voice as one man to petition the House of 
Represe ntative ded 
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from the British Indian Agents to commence the attack,’’ '? and 
Hull reported that the British at Malden were insisting that if 
war came, as was probable, the Indians must take up arms 
against the United States.’* Similar ideas were freely expressed 
n Congress at this time, by both eastern and western members — 
\iumford of New York, Findley of western Pennsylvania, South 
ard of New Jersey, Campbell of Tennessee, R. M. Johnson of 
Kentucky.* Johnson, making his initial appearance in Con 
gress, pictured what war would mean to the West. ‘‘A large 
frontier,’’ he said, ‘‘will be exposed to savage incursions. Eng- 
lish influence will excite the savages to hostility. They [the 
people of his state] had even now before their eyes monuments 
of British influence and savage ferocity . . . widows and 
orphans, who had lost their dearest companions by this in 
fluence and hostility.’’ * 

On page 381 of Mr. Hacker’s article it is stated that from 1808 
to 1811 the village of Tecumseh and the Prophet was unmolested 
by the whites, and he draws the conelusion that the West’s ap 
prehension, whether real or feigned, developed suddenly in the 
latter year. This seems to Mr. Hacker to show that there was 
something artificial about this supposed apprehension. It is 
not necessary to examine the logic of this reasoning, for the facts 
set forth in the last two paragraphs show that both the fear of 
the Indians and the habit of blaming the British for their hostile 
movements were widespread long before 1811. There was in 
1810 and 1811 a sudden flaring up of anger against the Indians 
associated with Tecumseh and their supposed British backers. 
Why was it?) Mr. Hacker cites numerous reports of outrages, 
murders, and the like which poured in to the government o1 
blazed forth in the press. He apparently regards these as prop 


aganda — the first move in the ‘‘secret policy of agrarian ex 
2 Harrison to Dearborn, Sept. 5, 1907, in Manuscripts from the B ( 
)-4] 
American State Pape s, Indiar {ffairs, I, 746 That H Ww 
ght about the British policy is shown by official letters printed in Mich. P 


1 Hist. Colls. XV, 47, 48, 49, 53; and that this policy } 
ereagh, then war minister, is revealed by a letter from him to ¢ go, A 8, 18 
d., XXIII, 69. 

Annals, 10 Cong., 1 Sess., I, 985, II 


Ibid., I, 1155 
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pansion.’’ To me it seems simpler and more in accord wit 
frontier psychology to regard them as based upon an actual in 
crease in active Indian hostility. 

\s a matter of fact, the Prophet had been a subject of coneern 
to Governor Harrison sinee 1807 at the latest,’ and the idea o 
taking Canada from the British as the only way of assuring 
peace with the Indians had been announeed in Congress at the 


heeinnine of 1809. Ess Apri, 1810,’’ savs Eeeleston, th 
bic graph r of Teeumseh, ‘‘there was a general conviction o1 
the part of the whites that the plans of Teeumseh and thi 


Prophet were really hostile to the United States.”?** In thi 
summer and tall of that vear, and throughout the vear following 
government officials, the western press, and resolutions of publi 
meetings voieed their sense of danger and their conviction that 
the British were responsible for it."° The climax came with the 
battle of Tippecanoe, November 7, 1811, in which Harrison’: 
foree suffered nearly two hundred casualties. It was then that 
Jackson called for vengeance for ‘*the blood of our murdered 
countrymen’? and the destruction of ‘‘this hostile band which 


nust be excited to war by the secret agents of Great Britain.’’ 
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peace of the United States, and their security against the inroads 
f s of Congress, 10 Cong., 2 Sess., 1283. 
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of the West was the desire for possession of Canadian lands 
‘Pressing upon men’s minds,’’ he says (p. 379), ‘‘was un 
doubtedly the picture of the good fat fields across the St. Law 
rence River that ached for cultivation.’’ What is the evidence 
Mr. Hacker admits that ‘‘men never said so specifically’’ (p. 
379). After a painstaking examination of western newspaper: 
and the speeches of western congressmen, he is not able to ad 
duce a single statement that these lands were needed or desired 
This trifling weakness in the evidence is met by the suggestion 
that ‘‘possibly Westerners did not talk of those hopes nearest 
their hearts.’’ Too astute to avow their ‘‘agrarian cupidity,’’ 
they invented the British-Indian menace as a mask. On the fac 
of it this suggestion seems to me untrue to frontier psychology ; 
but fortunately we are not left in the dark about the Westerner’s 
habit of concealing his material motives. If he studiously avoid 
ed all mention of farming lands as an object of war, why did he 
not also keep quiet about the fur trade? Was it more wicked, 
and hence more to be concealed, to covet Canadian lands than 
to covet the profits from Canadian furs? Yet the fur trad 
again and again creeps into war speeches and war articles. ‘‘Is 
it nothing to acquire the entire fur trade connected with that 
country?’’ Clay had asked in February, 1810.2? Grundy allud 
ed to the same subject.** Mr. Hacker himself cites an article 
published in the Muskingum Messenger in August, 1812, which 
he ealls ‘‘the only coherent attempt on the part of any western 
paper to enumerate the reasons why Canada ought to be taken’’ 
(p. 387, note 61) —an article which makes no mention of lands 
but is plain enough about the fur trade. In the face of these 
avowals, it is difficult to see why Mr. Hacker should character 
ize Johnson’s statement on the same subject as taking place ‘‘in 
an unguarded moment’’ (p. 386). 

In the Southwest, furthermore, where certain material gains 
were distinctly sought, there was no pretense of excluding them 
from discussion. Tennesseeans were perfectly frank about 
stating their cupidity for the waterways of West Florida,” and 

22 Annals, 11 Cong., 2 Sess., I, 580. 

23 Ibid., 12 Cong., 1 Sess., I, 426. 


24 Democratic Clarion and Tennessee Gazette (Nashville, Tenn.), copied in Niles’ 
Weekly Register, III, 52-53 (Sept. 26, 1812.) 
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did not hesitate to picture the opportunities for wealth which 
American conquerors might enjoy in Mexico, ‘‘where the mer 
chant shall see commercial resources unrivalled in other 
countries; the farmer, a luxuriant soil and delicious climate, 
where the financier shall be dazzled with gold and silver 
mines, ’’ ** 

It seems highly probable, then, that if the Ohio Valley had 
been chiefly preoccupied with ‘‘vistas of boundless Canadian 
lands’’ (p. 387), some newspaper or public speaker would have 
disclosed this motive. In the absence of any direct evidence 
from Westerners themselves, Mr. Hacker bases his theory upon 
two foundations: the charges of John Randolph in Congress, 
and the argument, painstakingly built up, that the people of the 
Northwest supposed the good lands of the United States to be 
nearly all utilized. 

John Randolph made several speeches during the winter of 
1811-12, in which he denounced the war-makers. In one of these 
he referred sarcastically to ‘‘that rich vein of Gennesee land, 
which is said to be even better on the other side of the lake than 
on this,’’ and declared that ‘‘agrarian ecupidity, not maritime 
right, urges the war.’’** This and other similar utterances of 
Randolph, thinks Mr. Hacker, give us ‘‘the key to the desire 
for Canada’’ (p. 388). 

Even were Randolph’s assertions all consistent, we might be 
pardoned for giving them slight consideration. His unserupu 
lons abuse of men and measures he disliked is well known to 
students of American history. No one believes, because Ran 
dolph said so in 1826, that John Quincy Adams ‘‘had selected for 
his pattern, the celebrated Anacharsis Cloots,’’ that ‘‘as Ana 
charsis was the orator of the human race, so Adams was deter 
mined to be the President of the human race.’’*’ Randolph’s 
hatred for the Westerners —‘‘Clay, Grundy, & Co.,’’ as he 
dubbed them — was quite as intense as for Adams,* and we 

25 Dem. Clarion and Tenn. Gazette, April 28, 1812 

26 Annals, 12 Cong., 1 Sess., I, 533. 

27 Register of Debates in Congress, 19 Cong., 1 Sess., Vol. II, Pt. I, 399-401 


28 Of the western control of Congress during the War of 1812, Randolph wrot 
to 


his newly found Federalist friend, Josiah Quincey: ‘‘We are the first pe 
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might therefore at best take his charges against them with 
grain of salt. 

But Randolph’s charges were not even consistent. At on 
time it was ‘‘agrarian cupidity”’ that urged the war; at anothe1 
it was the prospective war profits of the hemp-growers or Ol] 
those who expected to furnish supplies for the troops; at vi 
another it was the desire on the part of the northern states ‘‘ 
acquire a prepondering northern influenece.’’* It is reason 
ably evident that Randolph was intent on using any taunt tha 
might sting his opponents or divide their following. ‘To seiz 


upon one of these taunts, ignoring the others, and designat: 
that one as ‘‘the key to the desire for Canada,’’ is about as weal 
a form of historical argument as ean be imagined — unless, o 
course, the charge selected has strong corroboration elsewher: 

The only corroboration offered by Mr. Hacker is drawn fron 
the nature of pioneer agricultural economy and the low value at 
that time ascribed to prairie lands. Wasteful and inefficient 
methods of agriculture resulted in rapid exhaustion of the soil, 
and foreed the advance guard of settlement to be constantly on 
the move, leaving their deteriorated soil to be reclaimed by 
methods more expensive and laborious. The question might bi 
raised whether the resulting forward pressure was, in 1811-12 
quite as urgent as Mr. Hacker assumes, but we may grant that 
western society was determined to continue its expansion. But 
why should the Ohio Valley have ‘‘turned to Canada for the 
replenishing of its supply’’ of land? Beeause, says Mr. Hacke1 
(p. 389), ‘*the prairies did not tempt the Ohio Valley,’’ and lh 
then details the numerous difficulties which were supposed to 
impede prairie agriculture, citing passages from travelers o! 
the period to show that because of lack of water power, and 
especially of timber for fences, buildings, and fuel, the prairie 
lands were held to be unfit for settlement. He admits that ‘‘no 
direct references to the prairies are to be found in any of the 
valley newspapers of the period’’ (p. 389), but probably ther 
is no reason to find fault with his assumption that the existence 


us, that we might be ruled to our ruin by people bound to us by no eon 
mon tie of interest or sentiment.’’ W. C. Bruee, John Randolph of Roanoke New 


1A ils, 12 Cong., 1 Sess., I, 450, 533. 








XII, No. 1 Western A mS ian the Was oF 1812 $9 
of these disadvantages ‘‘must have been familiar to the inhabi 
tants ot the ( yhio Valley ee 

The weakness of this portion of the argument lies in the as 


umption that only treeless plains remained unoccupied. A com 


Lalit} 

parison of the census map for 1810 ° with a map exhibiting the 
itive vegetation of the country shows a Vast area ot tin 

bered land as yet unpeopled a third of the state of Ohio, near 


all of Indiana, and fringes of Illinois timbered with hardwood; 
all of Michigan, Wisconsin, and much of Minnesota bearing 
hardwood or pine; a great hardwood belt averaging one hundred 
miles in breadth stretching across Missouri into Arkansas and 
Oklahoma, with a narrow belt following the Missouri River 
across the state. John Bradbury, who made a journey through 
the West in 1809-11, and of whose Travels in the Interior of 
America Mr. Hacker makes use, deseribes a lightly-timbered 
belt extending westward 200 miles from the Mississippi River 
before the treeless plains began. Missourl Territory, he 
thought, was unsurpassed by any part of the western country in 
the advantages offered to settlers. Not only eould land be easily 
obtained, but much of the ordinary labor of clearing a planta 
tion could be avoided, ‘‘as here the trees are not more abundant 


i) 


on the upland than would be necessary for fuel and fences 
and he added another advantage: ‘‘This country, as well as 
the western region, will reap inealeulable benefit from the appli 
cation of steam boats on the Mississippi. Of these a great many 
are now building in the different ports of the Ohio. This mode 
of conveyance will also be much facilitated by the abundance of 
excellent coal so universally spread over these regions.’’ 


sradbury wrote also a description of another western area 


which the land-hungry settlers had still before them. The north 
ern parts of Ohio and Indiana (to which he erroneously added 
the whole of Illinois) consisted of ‘‘an assemblage of woodland 
and prairie . . . with the aggregate area of the prairie ex 


x \ 


E. g., in J. B. MeMaster, History of the People of the United States (New York 
ind London, 1901-08), III, facing p. 459. 
1 Cf. J. P. Goode, Goode’s School Atlas (Chicago, 1923), 34-35 
2 John Bradbury, Travels in the Interior of America in the Years 1 
reprinted in R. G. Thwaites (ed.), Early Western Travels 
Cleveland, 1904-07), V, 56 (note 27), 239-40, 244. 
Ibid., 263 
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ceeding that of the woodland in the pr portion of three or fi 
to one.’’ Bradbury considered this area the best part of t 
United States, with the exception of Upper Louisiana (M 
souri). He explained how the settler, by placing his dwelln 
at the edge of a prairie, could have at once unlimited feed for h 
eattle, timber for house, fences, and fire, and land reducible a 
once to a state of tillage. It was his opinion that but for 
greater distance from the Alleghenies than the heavily wood 
region, this land ‘‘would undoubtedly have been the first s 
tled.’? * | 

It would appear, then, that the Ohio Valley was not in su 
desperate straits for land that it must deliberately inaugurate 
war of agrarian expansion. The absence from the literatu 
of the war of all mention of those ‘‘good fat fields across the St 
Lawrence’’ as one of the objects of the conflict, is best e 
plained by the simplest of all reasons — namely, that there wet 
plenty of ‘‘good fat fields’? at home. At the same time, if t! 
inferences of this article have been correctly drawn, the Nort! 
west was in reality intensely preoccupied with the Indian dang‘ 
on its borders and the British hostility thought to be lurkin 
behind it. In other words, we must believe that when new: 
papers and political leaders almost universally talked about 
Indians and British they meant what they said, and were not 
adroitly concealing their real interests. 

Indirectly, of course, ‘‘agrarian cupidity’’ was at the root o! 
the trouble. If the war spirit in the Northwest grew out o! 


friction with the Indians, that friction was in turn the product o! 


the American expansion into the Indian lands. If the whit 
had not coveted the lands of the Indians, possibly even if the 
had gone about getting them by more moderate and fairer 
means, Indian hostility might have been avoided and with it th 
‘‘British-Indian menace.’’ But it is only in this indirect sens: 
that ‘‘agrarian cupidity’’ can be said to have been the actuatin: 
motive of the West in its demand for war, and this is not thi 
sense in which the term was used by John Randolph and accept 
ed by Mr. Hacker. 


t Tbid., 294-95 
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ihe state rights theory, as Such, Wi not t nNeculla Hnrodue 
r property of any particular section or portion of the count 
Phe principle is olde r than the nation and mav vet, thou 
inished intensity, prove as lasting is the uni 
As a panacea lor sectional ills, { adoetrl } ed 
e section after another, time and again, in the decades pre 
ding the Civil War. Kentueky and Virginia invoked it against 


Iederalists and their repressive legislation. New England 


‘ederalists, headed by Timothy Pickering, emploved the theory 


7 ‘ ] ; ] ;" 4 
epeatedly trom 1800 to 1814, 1n an equal futile effort to 
“je , 1 . ° , | a7 . 

w off the domination of the South Che lone eontrove. 
veen the cotton states and the industrial Mast over the tarifi 


ned to fasten the doetrine almost permanently upon the 
South, and to fix the opposll o° pri ( Iple of national supremacy 
nost equally firmly upon the Kast. Yet even this conclusion 
aultv, for John C. Calhoun, himself the father of nullifieation 
fore his death was demanding that slavery in the territori 
protected by national guarantee. Not even the territories 
thems¢ lves should be permitted Lo exclude Slavery. Certau 
was no state rights view. Yet it was the attitude that the 
cotton states as a whole assumed after the failure of the Con 
romise of 1850 and the Kansas-Nebraska Act to bestow upon 
them any lasting benefits. 
There is little reason to doubt that, if the ‘* Cotton Kingdon 
ad been able to secure permanent control of Congress be 
L860, if would have evoked national supremacy to perp tuate the 
vstem which state rights had been employed to secure. The 
Ci rollary to this proposition is that the Kast would, under those 
circumstances, have reclaimed her LOM abandoned (| (I ind 
ave embraced state rights as a protection against the dominar 
ection. The fact that the national euarantee of slaver hn 1 
rritories, as announced in the Dred Seott decision, SO 
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ervently denounced in the East and so wild] acclaimed 
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South, is of itself an indication of the truth of the above as 
sumption. The West too, like the Kast and the South, was ever 
ready to press its sectionalism by way of the state-rights pro- 
gram. ‘Thus the doctrine of popular sovereignty, which was but 
a variant of the state-rights doctrine, was foisted upon the 
country by political leaders from Michigan and Illinois. 

These propositions are admitted by all, but it is a fact less 
widely advertised, though equally true, that the state-rights 
principle, as applied in the organization and administration of 
the Union army in the Civil War, did as much to prolong that 
conflict as the dissensions in the South contributed to bring it to 
a close. The rising in the North in 1861 was anything but a 
national crusade. The recruiting, arming, equipping, officering, 
and administration of discipline were all jealously guarded by 
the state governors from national encroachment, but the bills 
of cost were graciously tendered to the federal government for 
payment, 

The outbreak of the war found the federal government weak, 
tottering, and incompetent. Fear of the loss of the border 
states, and divided counsels in the administration led to a poliey 
of hesitation with regard to the creation of an adequate army. 
Kor some reason, Congress was not ealled into session until 
July 4, though, until some legislative action should be taken, no 
legal steps for defense could be made, aside from the employment 
of a few thousand militia, whose futility was shortly revealed at 
Bull Run. The standing army, though more efficient, was bare- 
ly large enough to police a modern first-class city.’ At the 
head of the army was the corpulent and superannuated Win- 
field Seott. But the crowning weakness of the military system 
was the presence of Simon Cameron as chief of the War Depart- 
ment. The sole relief from his incapacity was a good-humored 
indolence which permitted Salmon P. Chase to conduct the prin- 
cipal work of the War Department in addition to the burdens of 
the Treasury.’ 

The total number of officers and enlisted men on January 1, 1861, was barely 
in excess of 16,000. But even this small number was further reduced by the de- 
fection of the last four seceding states and the desertion of Robert E. Lee with his 
following. ‘‘ Report of the Provost Marshall General [James B. Fry],’’ House Exe 
cutive Documents, 39 Cong., 1 Sess., App., Pt. I, 102. 


2 Albert Bushnell Hart, Salmon Portland Chase (Boston, 1899), 211-13; Emory 
Upton, Military Policy of the United States (Washington, 1912), 233-35. 
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The federal government could do little more than mark time 
until the belated Congress could rush through some military 
measures. In the intervening months the states were taking 
the initiative in demanding a vigorous military policy. Even 
before the surrender of Fort Sumter, the legislatures of Wis 
consin and New York were rushing through military measures 
and appropriating hundreds of thousands of dollars for the 
support of troops they were clamoring for permission to raise. 
New York alone asked to be given the right to muster 30,000 
two-year volunteers, and showed her good faith by a legislative 
grant of $3,000,000, secured by an additional tax, to finance the 
venture.* Rhode Island and Massachusetts were quick to fol 
low these examples, while the governors of Pennsylvania and 
New Jersey, by ealls for special sessions of their legislatures 
had military bills under way long before the stated time for the 
convening of Congress.* 

This energy was not merely the evidence of activity on the 
part of a few zealots. Individuals and private business organ 
zations in all parts of the Union were clamoring for the privilege 
of making loans for military purposes, ranging from a few 
thousand to half a million dollars. Throughout the latter part 
of April and all of May, offers continued to pour into the state 
capitals from citizens, corporations, and local governmental 
units, proffering aid in the raising of troops or the relief of the 
soldiers’ families.” 

Here was a striking contrast between a feeble and tottering 
federal government and a group of lusty state governments 
which were both stable and financially sound. Quite naturally, 
since the government at Washington was at a standstill, the 
initiative in recruiting was assumed by the more virile states. 
The eall for 75,000 militia to defend the capital was met without 


General Laws Passed by the Legislature of Wiscons the Year 1861 (Mad 
son, 1861), 266-67; Laws of the State of New York, Passe it the Eiaghty-fourth 
Session of the Legislature, 1S6 Alt any, 1861 : 634-36 

+New York Daily Tribune, Apr. 18, 1861; Supplement to the General Statu 
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, Vol. I Boston, 187 , 81-83; New ¥ k 


Tribune, Apr. pA 1861: Acts of the Righty fifth Leaislature of the State of Neu 

Jersey (Freehold, New Jersey, 1861). Cf. especially pp. ¢ é 
New York Tribune, Apr., May, 186], passim, See especia ly issues of Apr 1S 

and 19 for offers made in Wisconsin, New Jersey, Illinois, Connecticut, and Ohi 











effort. The only ditficulty encountered was the problem of re 
training the impetuosity of governors who wished to furnish 
more troops than their allotment, and of soothing the outraged 


feelings of militia organizations whose serviees had to be re 


jected. New York alone wished to supply 50,000 men, not for 
three months but for two vears. Indiana felt capable of raising 
an equal number. Massachusetts was offering 20,000, and it was 
confidently estimated that Pennsylvania alone, or even New York 
City, was capable of supplying the quota for the entire country.’ 
Responses from the free states, in answer to the President’s eall, 
were almost unanimous in requesting larger quotas. In spite of 
the indifferent or hostile replies from the governors of the eight 
slave states included in the eall, there was no question from the 
beginning that the total quota would be supplied from the re 
maining states. * 

In accordance with the laws under which the militia were as 
sembled, the whole matter of reeruiting, organizing, and 
officering of the troops had to be left to the state governments. 
This was the first step in the direction of state control of army 
organization, and the governors found the task easy. Instead 
of 30,000 two-year volunteers, New York was limited to seven 
teen regiments of 780 men and officers each. Pennsylvania had 
to be content with fourteen such truneated battalions, Ohio with 
thirteen, and the rest of the states were assigned from one to six 
regiments each.® 

Aside from the eall from the President and the assignment of 
quotas by the Seeretary of War, the federal government had 
nothing to do with the recruiting and organizing until the fully 

6 Cf. ante, note 3, and New York Tribune, Apr. 16, 25, 1861. 


The War of the Rebellion: a Compilation of the Official Records of the Union 
and Confederate Armies (Washington, 1880-1901), Series III, Vol. I, 70 et seq. 
For reply from Kentucky see p. 70; North Carolina, p. 72; Virginia, p. 76; Mary- 
land, p. 79; Tennessee, p. 81; Missouri, pp. 82-83; Arkansas, p. 91; Delaware, p. 
114. This will be eited hereafter as Rebellion Records. 

s The first few regiments were called for the defense of the District of Columbia, 
of a militia act of March 3, 1803. Jbid., Series I, Vol. LI, Pt. I, 
321-25: Series III, Vol. 1, 75; Statutes at Large, Treaties, and Proclamations of the 
I ted States of America (Boston, 1856), IT, 215-25. The eall for 75,000 (Rebellion 
Records, Series III, Vol. 1, 68-69) was based upon an act of February 28, 1795. 
U.S. Statutes at Large, I, 424-25. 


® Rebellion Records, Series ILI, Vol. I, 69. 
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equipped and officered regiments were in Washington. Mean 
while, all that the governors had to do in the way of recruiting 


+ + 


was to accept the services of the favored few regiments that 


they chose to select out of the numbers offering to enlist. With 
in less than two weeks 30,000 soldiers were in Washington or en 
route thither and nearly 20,000 more were waiting for transpor 
tation. 

What energy the governors did not use in supervising the or 
ganization of their units (and all evidence supports the assump 
tion that this attention was alarmingly scanty) they expended in 
appeals, demands, and reproaches to the President for pursuing 

uch a half-way policy. The general feeling was that not less 
than 500,000 men should be raised at onee, while they were 
clamoring for a chance to enlist. How better issue a warning 
to the seceded and wavering states than show the strength of the 
Union without vacillation or hesitation? 

On May 3 these insistent urgings were partially complied 
with. The President, trusting to the approaching Congress to 
legalize his actions, called for 42,034 volunteers (the maximum 
for forty regiments) and ten regiments of regulars, totaling 
22,714. These and 18,000 additional seamen were to serve for 
three vears unless sooner discharged. ’* But this did not mean 
an actual increase inthe army. It was only a provision to secure 
the continuity of service of militia regiments already enlisted. 
The Pacifie states and the slave states, except Delaware, were 
excluded from the call, but the remaining seventeen states en 
countered no difficulty in getting their militia to enlist for thre 
vears or the war. On the contrary, they again began to besiege 
the War Department with requests to aecept additional regi 
ments. But the only relief doled out by the government was the 
assigning of a maximum number of regiments, still within the 
quota, together with the admonition that ‘‘It is important to 
reduce rather than enlarge this number, and in no event to ex 


1¢ 


ceed it.’’?’* So popular was the service thus made available that, 


New York Tribune, Apr. 16, 27, 28, 1861; S. H. M. Byers, Iowa War T 
(Des Moines, 1888), 46-47 

11 Rebellion Records, Series IIT, Vol. I, 91, 93-94, 97, 100-2, 143, 144, 169 

12 [bid., 145-46. 
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When an occasional non-juror had the temerity to refuse to join 
with his regiment in the proposed reorganization, he was treated 
almost as a traitor. Instances are recorded where such men 
were stripped of all outer clothing and ‘‘kicked by all from the 
Colonel down,”’ or, in other cases, drummed out of the service, 
decorated with signs of contumely, to the tune of the Rogue’s 
March, while crowds of people assembled to applaud the pun 
ishment.’* 

Thus passed the spring and early summer months of 1861. 
The war was a picnic, labor was searce and idle men were plenty, 
war enthusiasm was at its height. Thinking the war would be 
short, multitudes of men were ready to offer their services for 
three years or the war. They would be back home again by 
mid-summer anyway, so why object to the length of service stip- 
ulated in the enlistment papers? As early as May 10 it was 
estimated that at least 300,000 had offered to enlist, in contrast 
to the small number accepted.’® This number may be an exag- 
reration. Some of the regiments tendered were doubtless in- 
complete at the date of the offers, while others may have been 
wholly projected. But, on the other hand, there must be con- 
sidered the numbers who were discouraged from attempting to 
enlist because of the hopelessness of being received. 

The methods of recruiting were picturesque, flamboyant, and 
hilarious, worthy of a more extended description than would 
be appropriate in an article of this scope. But the point for con 
sideration is that nearly all the superabundant enthusiasm of 
those early months was disregarded and allowed to go to waste 
by the federal administration. In August, rather than in April, 
the real work of raising an army began, but by that time the war 
had taken on a different aspect, the holiday attitude was gone, 
work was more plentiful, and recruiting was more difficult. Yet 
the quotas were over-subseribed. 

A more serious result of the delay was the throwing of the 
business of army organization into the hands of the state govern- 
ors. Many of these were capable and patriotic men, but the 
situation of having twenty-two managers where one should have 
sufficed was all but disastrous in its effect upon the army. 

14 New York Tribune, June 2, 1861; Harper’s Weekly, V, 348. jf 

5 New York Tribune, May 11, 1861. 
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Not only recruiting, but also organizing, officering, equip 
ping, training, and all other preparations for field service were, 
from the beginning, left to gubernatorial control. It was only 
when the soldiers were sent to the front, or to some camp of 
rendezvous outside the state, that they might really be said to 
have come under federal supervision. But even then the au 
thority of the state governments followed them in matters re 
lating to appointment of officers. By the militia act of 1795 the 
governors were privileged to select all officers, from major gen- 
erals to corporals, and the act was liberally interpreted. New 
York and Pennsylvania were allowed two major generals each, 
and Ohio one. Also seventeen brigadier generals were allowed 
to the states. In all, 3,549 commissioned officers were assigned 
under the first large militia call :’° one officer for each twenty men 
called —a splendid chance for political favoritism, and a taste 
to stimulate the appetite for a larger portion. 

The calls for the first three-year men were, as before, for 
regiments, not for a stated number of troops, thus again giving 
the governors the privilege of appointing all officers, from 
colonels on down.’ The War Department seems to have made 
no distinction in this matter between militia and United States 
soldiers, and so the militia system of state control was grafted 
onto what was supposed to be a national army. 

This situation was recognized and legalized by aet of Congress 
July 22, 1861. This act, providing for the creation of a volun 
teer army of 500,000 men, expressly provided that ‘‘ The Govern 
ors of the States furnishing the volunteers under this act shall 
commission the field, staff and company officers requisite for the 
said volunteers.’’** The same method of organization was pro 
vided by the supplementary act passed a few days later,’ and 
thereby the system became permanent. The principle of state 
rights, as applied to the raising of the army, had prevailed. The 
national government might call for the troops and assign the 


quotas, but the states would raise the men, organize the regi 


ments, and, to a great extent, control their destinies. The 
6 Rebellion Records. Series age Vol. 's 69 
17 Thid., 203-4. 


U. S. Statutes at Large, XII, 269 


19 Tbid., 274. 
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result of this circumstance was a great measure of the ineffi 
ciency and blundering of the next four years. 

The fact of triumph of the states over tederal authority is 
the federal administration in the time of erisis had thrown the 
responsibility ot defending the Union upon the states. The 
war had been in progress for nearly three months before Presi 
dent Lincoln convened Congress. He then requested at least 


LOO.000) men and obtained permission to raise half a million. 


Advantage was taken of this to assign quotas of a little over 


600,000 men, and the states responded by furnishing 700,000. 

Contrast this with the feeble recruiting efforts of the federal 
eovernment. The President had, on May 3, ealled for ten regi 
ments of regulars, or a total of about 22,700 men. This, as 
legalized by an act of July 29, provided for a regular army ot 
about 42,000 men. But so incapable was the federal govern- 
ment in raising troops through its own efforts that by December, 
when the volunteers already exceeded 640,000, the total of the 
regulars was barely in excess of 20,000.27 Seareely two regi- 
ments had been recruited, and for some time previously certain 
recruiting offices had gone for weeks without doing any busi- 
ness at all. Nor was any degree of success to be achieved for 
this branch of the Union forces throughout the war. In spite of 
all efforts later expended the goal of May and July, 1861, was 
never reached. 

Numerous reasons might be presented to explain the super 
iority of the states in reeruiting: the influence of local and state 
bounties; popular election of officers; the desire of volunteers to 
be organized in units with their acquaintances — all of which 
inducements would draw recruits away from the regular army 
to the advantage of the volunteer army. But behind all these 
facts lies the stronger reason, that state rights had so strong a 
hold upon the minds of both of the major political parties that 


James D. Richardson, A Con p lation of the Messages and Pape rs of the Presi 


v9 Washington, 1896-99), VI, 26; Rebellion Records, Series III, Vol. 
I, 383-84 
1U. 8S. Statutes at Large, XII, 279-81: Rebellion Records, Series III, Vol. I, 154. 
Louis Philippe Albert d’Orléans, Comte de Paris, History of the Civil War in 
America (Philade Iphia, 1875-88), I, 288: Rebellion Records, Series III, Vol. I, 699. 
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icontestable and the reasons are apparent. The weakness of 
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they could eoneelve of no other wav to create a large army than 
by turning the work over to the agency of the states. There were 
plenty of Republicans in Congress who were willing to denounce 
their opponents for state-rights doctrines but their action i 
leoislation did not correspond to their professions, as late1 


videnee will show. The fact that Congress turned over to the 


states the whole work of reeruiting and oreanizine, and this 


without any opposition being voleed, suffices to show the hold 
of the state-rights theory on the popular mind 


Nationality was a common word in 1861. Horace Greeley 
could write with exalted fervor of ‘‘the majestic development of 
Nationality’’ occasioned by the firing on Fort Sumter,** but the 
shoutings and enthusiasm which he translated into nationalism 
may better be understood as the expressions of seetional and 
state pride or patriotism, and of class interest. The historian 
George Bancroft had good reason, in October, 1861, to urge upon 
the Massachusetts soldiers that they ‘*Cease to be men of Massa 
chusetts, men even of the North be Americans.’’ * The same 


advice was needed by the mass of the northern people; but no 


where was it more badly needed than in the ranks of Congress 
and of the federal administration. Four years of blundering 
warfare did not teach the lesson thoroughly to the majority. 
Little wonder, therefore, that in the beginning there was an al 
most complete reliance on the states. 

The effect of dividing the responsibility of army organization 
among a score of governors was speedily seen in the demoralized 
state of the troops. Food, clothing, equipment, and munitions 
were bought on the open market, with the 


agents of the various 
states competing against each other so keenly that prices were 
boosted to unbelievable heights and the quality of the 


or( r( ds 


furnished dropped to a minimum of utility. 
In the beginning this decentralization of authority was en 


t New York Tribune, Apr. 17, 1861. 
Ibid., Oct. 10, 1861. 
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found in ‘*Government Contracts,’’ House of Representatives, Rep N 7 
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couraged by the War Department, even when the governors were 
expecting some direction or assistance from Washington. The 
official correspondence of the period is replete with pleas from 
the states to the War Department for everything from tin cups 
to stables, and replies from that fountain head of chaos, court 
eously requesting the governors to help themselves and present 
their bills for payment.** Congress itself, shortly afterward, 
recognized the situation by making provision to reimburse the 
states for ‘*the costs, charges, and expense properly incurred 
by such State[{s] for enrolling, subsisting, clothing, supplying, 
arming, equiping, paying, and transporting its troops. . . .’’* 

The consequent attacks upon the treasury by the army of 
lobbyists, contractors, and speculators were likened by one ob 
server to a cloud of locusts. ‘‘They were everywhere; in the 
streets, in the hotels, in the offices, at the Capitol, and in the 
White House. They continually besieged the bureaus of admin 
istration, the doors of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
wherever there was a chance to gain something.’’*’ Ina similar 
way the same performance was repeated in practically every 
state capitol. Newspapers, diaries, memoirs, and official records 
of the period are full of accounts of resultant frauds. Rotten or 
otherwise inedible meat; shoddy clothing, which dissolved in the 
first rainstorm, or fell to shreds after a few days’ wear; shoes 
made of brown paper or something worse; blankets which, to ob 
servers, seemed to be composed of a mixture of horsehair, broom 
straw, sweepings from tailor shops, and glue; and guns with 
crooked or easily broken, unevenly bored barrels, or otherwise 
useless, were paid for at prices far above the previous market 
for first-class articles.*° 

The consequences of the unregulated system of purchases in- 
volved extreme discomfort and suffering on the part of the 
soldiers, paralleled by the pyramiding of fortunes by the specu 


For examples see Rebellion Records, Series III, Vol. I, 132, 177. 
°U. S. Statutes at Large, XII, 276 (act of July 27, 1861). 
e Régis de Trobriand, Four Years with the Army of the Potomac Bos 
t 1889), 135 
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lators. War contractors beeame proverbially and scandalously 
rich. The $50,000,000 spent by the government in the first few 
months for arms alone went to enrich a dozen or more contrac 
tors. Poor men became rich, and rich men became richer in a 
day.’ It is a notorious fact that some of the greatest fortunes 
of the present day had their origin in Civil War contracts; and 
the greatest opportunity for profiteering arose from the system 
of state contracts. 

Similar consequences flowed from the prevailing methods of 
training recruits. No very definite plans for this work were 
devised by the War Department at any time during the war. 
Aside from assigning certain cities for places of rendezvous in 
each state, the Secretary of War at the time of the first eall 
for militia left all arrangements to be settled by the governors. 
But sight improvement over this precedent was made in the first 
eall for three year volunteers. Governors were asked to select 
sites for training camps close to fuel, water, food, and trans 
portation facilities. This recommendation aside, they were 
allowed to follow their own notions, in the hope that by autumn 
the volunteers would acquire ‘‘discipline, habits of obedience, 
and tactical instruction.’’* No further directions or restric 
tions were issued with the first call for 500,000 volunteers, ex 
cept to provide camps for the training of such soldiers as did 


Sut such troops were 


not enlist with any state organizations.‘ |] 
few in number as long as the soldier had the privilege of choos 
ing the organization in which he would enlist. There was no 
federal supervision of training until the completed regiments 
joined the army at the front, or at concentration camps, such as 
Washington, Cairo, or St. Louis. Not until the structure of the 
volunteer army was complete and the practice of creating new 
organizations was ended, did the incoming recruits or conscripts, 
as a rule, receive adequate training. Then it was through actual 
experience in the ranks, with veterans, instead of in any formal 
training camps. 

Worse yet, the militia system of providing officers for the 

1 Tomes, loc. cit., 227-28. 

82Rebellion Records, Series III, Vol. I, 69. 

33 Thid., 229-30. 

34 Ibid., 412. 
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troops was extended to the volunteer army and retained until 
the organization was completed. There were more than 1100 
commissioned officers and 15,000 privates and non-commissioned 
in the regular army at the outbreak of the war. Of all 
this aggregation there was scarcely a man, officer or private, who 
did not have more knowledge of military affairs than the civilian 
politicians who were chosen to officer the army. Yet nothing was 
done to make the regulars the nucleus of an effective army. It 
was neither broken up to supply officers for the volunteers, nor 
were its ranks gradually expanded, so as to form a lanecehead 
for the rest of the army. From the beginning to the end of the 
war the regular army remained intact, but too small to be of 
any great effect. Meanwhile it immured men who might have 
risen to exalted rank and fame, if given a chance to develop 
in the volunteers. Even so famous a general as Sheridan was 
retained as a captain in the regulars until the latter part of 
Mav, 1862, before he was, in irregular fashion, given a chance 
in the volunteers.” During the same period that Sheridan re- 
mained in eclipse, Benjamin F. Butler was a major general, 
along with many others so much less competent than he that 
their names have long since been forgotten. 

In complete surrender to the notion that one man could make 
as good an officer as another, the governors exercised unre 
stricted power in appointments. Men were made colonels be 
cause of their political, social, or economic influenee, or because 
they were successful in recruiting. Majors, captains, and leu- 
tenants were chosen in like manner. But gradually another 
method of selection came into popular favor, a device exemplify- 


=< i 


ing one of the strangest misdirections of democracy the past ean 


fer. Officers were elected by the soldiers themselves. So 


oO] 


widespread and popular did this practice become that it was 


actually made permanent and obligatory by act of Congress 


Julv 22, 1861. The act provided for the election of all company 
6 Philip Henry Sheridan, P ynal Memoirs (New York 1888), I, 141. 

U. S. Statutes at Large, XU, 270. For examples of early selection of officers 

s Thomas Wentworth Higginson, ‘‘Regular and Volunteer Officers,’’ in Atlantic 

VMonthlu. XIV. 348-57: Augustus Louis Chetlain, Recollections of Seventy Years 

Galena. Illinois, 1899), 73-78; Francois d’Orléans, Prince de Joinville, Army of the 


Potom Its Orae if _ Its Cor ander, and Its Car paig New York, 1862 


ficers, when vacancies should oceur, by the rank and _ file. 
Officers above the rank of captain were to be chosen by the other 
commissioned offies rs of the regiment. Such eleetious Were, 
ywwever, often farcical. Some companies were indifferent 


but more often the decision of the volunteers was either set aside 
or, by steam-roller methods, the elections were fixed in advance 
The type of officers was retlected in the discipline of the met 
Often more poorly-equipped mentally than the soldiers under 
their direction, the officers were the cause of corruption cor 
founded with confusion. Discipline was a joke. The soldiers were 
neeleeted and often left in direst want, and individuality was giv 
en extreme latitude. Only by the lessons of actual warefare, and 
the fortunate death or removal of some of the worst officers, was 


e army ultimately whipped into fighting shape. Not all of 


the consequences of this laxity ot diseipline ean be 
but one item, at least, should not go unnoticed. There were 


260,339 desertions from the ranks reported for the period of 


the war, in addition*to 161,286 technieal deserters who failed to 
appear when drafted.” The first item, at least, is directly 
attributable to the lay ity ot discipline. The total etfective fore 
en 


of the army at no time during the war exceeded a million n 


and at the close of the war 40° as many were listed as deserters. 
This situation needs but little comment. One man out of every 
seven enlisted or drafted during the war was a deserter. 

Some effort was made by the federal government to weed out 
the least competent of the officers in the forees. The army act 


of July 22, 1861, provided for examining boards to remove 11 


competent officers. Since the approval of the President had to 
be secured before the removals were valid, however, the law was 


of but slight ultimate effect.” A few score removals under this 
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act could not work much change. Officers above the rank of 
colonel were not subject to the law. Consequently, in an army 
afflicted for the period of the war with 2,537 generals, and minor 
officers in proportion,** such feeble efforts at reform were of 
no avail. No revolution in discipline could be expected to follow 
a few removals of incompetent officers, especially when the same 
law that provided for the removals also ordered that the va 
cancies should be filled by election. 

In spite of all the confusion resulting from the state system 
of army organization, the policy was not only perpetuated, but 
actually extended, in 1862. The buying of uniforms and mu- 
nitions was gradually taken over by the federal government, 
but it soon gave up all attempts to recruit volunteers directly. 
This policy was the abortive result of an attempt to establish 
a national system of recruiting. In September, 1861, and Feb- 
ruary, 1862, orders emanating from the War Department de- 
clared that thereafter no independent organizations would be 
recognized ; the state governors were to be the only legal author- 


Sen, CA 


ities for raising volunteer troops and commissioning their 
officers." 

The popular judgment concerning this change was quick and 
favorable. Being in line with the stricter state-rights doctrine, 
it coincided with the wishes of most of the people. Since it 
brought some uniformity to the system of recruiting, it was not 
objected to by military men.‘* Furthermore, under this order 
the army was rounded out in numbers, and it seemed for a time 
that the general organization of the army was complete and that 
the work of the governors had been ended. 

So certain did this seem that the step toward national control, 
previously mentioned, was attempted. By an order emanating 
from General McClellan, December 3, 1861, the states were re- 
lieved of the effort of creating new organizations, only regiments 
then in process of construction being left to be completed. To 
keep the old regiments filled up to standard, the same order 
provided for a national system of recruiting through superinten- 

42 Frederick Phisterer (comp.), Statistical Record of the Armies of the United 
States (New York, 1883), 247-316. 

43 Rebellion Records, Series III, Vol. I, 483-84, 489, 495-96, 518, 898. 
44 For typical expressions of approval, see New York Tribune, Sept. 11, 28, 1861. 
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whelming in its power. Instead, the Confederacy was given all 
the advantage of recruiting, through its conscription act, and it 
was another year before the Union began to recover its lost ad 
vantage. 

Not until June, 1862 did the War Department begin to revive 
from its torpor. Then the reeruiting system was half-hearted] 
restored, but not until a month later was any real effort actually 
made to enlarge the army. <A disaster was required in 1861 to 
cause the creation of the first army of half a million; a calamity 
was required in 1862 to jar the War Department loose from its 
attitude of complacency with that first 500,000. The precedent 
vas rapidly being established that no progressive measure 
should be adopted until adversity compelled it.’ In the mean 
time the Contederaey had passed a conscription act more rigid 
than any passed by the United States at any time during the 
War. 

The gravity of the situation being realized when it was too 
late to help matters in Virginia, a call was finally made for 
300,000 more men. With it came a reversion to the principle of 
state recruiting. Under a plan, conceived and engineered by 
secretary Seward the governors were indueed to urge the ad 
ministration to increase the size of the army. Presumably in 
answer to this demand, President Lineoln, on July Zz 1862 is 
sued the calls Then at a conference of the governors, again 
an arrangement of Seward’s, it was determined to leave the 
task of recruiting and management of the new contingents, as 
far as possible, in the hands of the governors.*® 

The failure to secure men in response to this subterfuge led 
to the farcical attempt to procure a draft of the militia by state 
action. There was no way of hastening the process of the draft. 
There was no way to compel the governors to work according 
to a set plan for all. The system of state recruiting, as then 
constituted, broke down, and the federal government had no 
means at its disposal to hasten the processes, either of recruiting 

47 Tbid., 109, for restoration of recruiting. 
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same time its Republican supporters fought every attempt to 


° — " nm 4 Hi. but ' } 
make it a virile measure. There was, after all, but a shadow 
Thesa n tia were Ss ( the 1 < { et 17 1& 
See U. S. Statutes at I XII. 597-¢ For 1 fivures 
lraft see Rebellion Re ds, Series IIT, Vol. II 130, 436, 4 $46 
j 462. 465-67. 470-71. 474. 49 197 $7-48. 640-4 650. 668 \ 1\ ( 
U. S. Statutes at I 9 ey 
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of difference between the Democratic and the Republican views 


Henry Wilson, James G. Blaine, and Thaddeus Stevens were 


ne t heart in behevine’ that eco scription should toueh only 
Henry S. Lane of Indiana, in the Senate, and 

James I’. Wilson of Lowa and Gratz Brown of Missouri, in the 

House, were the forlorn friends of impartial conscription. 

They could make no headway against the onslaughts of the Re 


publican majority and the Democratie minority which, despair 
ing of defeating the measure, joined with the Republicans in at 
acking any attempt to make it foreeful. 
When Lane introduced a bili to abolish the system of commu 
ition of serviee for S300, his proposal was quietly pigeon 
holed,’* and hortly afterward the friends of state reeruiting 
introduced a measure retaining the worst features of the aet ot 
LS63. He nny Wilson defended this bill against every attack 
upon the comn utation feature. It was needed, he said, so as to 
bear as lightly as possible ‘‘upon our productive imdustry.”’ 
furthermore, mon \ would decide the war. ‘‘T believe our dan 
eer is more from want of money than from want of men.”’ 
How different this sounds from his pretence of a year earlier 
that ‘‘We are not after money, we are after men. és 

In the House of Representatives the champions of privileg 
and of state reeruiting PVE SUCCE eded in outdoing their Senate 
brethren. When James Wilson of Lowa proposed that neither 
commutation nor substitution be permitted he imeurred the 
wrath of James G. Blaine, who declared that these privileg S 
vere for the benefit of ‘‘the @reat ‘middle interest’ of society 

on which the business and the prosperity of the countrys 

depend.’’? He even found it in his soul to commend the Demo 
erats for their moderate stand on the question. 

When the act of July 4, 1864 for the further amendment of 
the conseription act *’ was before the Senate, Henry Wilson per 


sisted in his stand for a diseriminatory and weakened measure, 


Tbid., 1 | $1, 2808 

i Jhid Ll 

This was the tof Fr ary 24, 1864 l’. S. Statutes at Large, XIII, 6-11 
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James G. Blaine and others e House, including Thaddeus 
4 x } ] } | 
\ evens, copied t eC eXAaMmMp!IeE set b ae r'\ Wilso nf rmenate 
}2 . 1 + ] } 
Dlaine, 1 GISCUsSsINe The proposed measul aeclared t t such a 
1 ne’ aS conseriptio Without commutator 1 a substitute 
} : 
} er . { | = ’ } 
ould create consternation im all the lov i states, ana ould 
664 roy { 
Oo 1gn0re the first prineiples of repul hand represent 
‘ shi 4 99 1 ‘3 
e Governmen Blaine and Steve ed n the op 
+) sof x 4 1 
sition consistently when anv attempt \ Ss made to strengthe! 
+ QO eonserl +} , \ Tey } ] \ | | I 
NSCriptlon System, and they SUCCECEAC( making’ the a 
{ | ‘4 wrh:s Y ny a ] } ‘ 
July 4, 1864, what Gratz Brown deseribed as ‘‘nothing but a 
P . » +] . Ng ls nl 
sham, under the pretense of which it is hoped to tide over a 
, ] { 17 ry ? 
Ci ntial Campal 
| ] f ax . ] 4 ee ra | 
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but thev represent the views of the majority of the Republicans 
(CCone@ress, as witnessed by their words and votes nad they 
wate { ry +] | ld + t tet 
unee to show the hold that sta 


te recruiting had on the populat 


] 4 ] . ] . " 
! he man who uttered words in defense of 
tate rights bv name that was condemned in Congress. Thos 
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for the principle whi name, 
never pereeived, perhaps, that there was but sheht diff: 
ween their views and t!] 


1 rnando Wood, and (‘lement V 
prevailed In regard 
nour Was only a littl 


it 


to state governors Horatio S« 

more oppose d to hed ral recruiting’ thal 
vere a seore ot Republieat FoOVernors. Throughout th 
several enrollment acts the governors were e 


1\ exerting their 


influence upon the 


federal governi 
further immunity and freedom from s\ 


ipervision. The 


vere incessant, and the claimants insatiable. Governors asked 
execution of the draft, for a larger advanee of 
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bount money On enlistment, for larger federal bounties, 
r a reduction of quotas, that drafted men be allowed 
to volunteer so as to get the larger bounty, that substitutes be 
bounties in addition to their purchase price, and even 

that the federal officers should not interfere in the business of 
the bounty brokers. In facet, John Brough ot Ohio appears to 


« the only governor on record who implored the government for 
more rigorous dratt, instead of a further extension of the 
bounty system. In this stand a war Democrat exhibited a 
nuch wider national view than such Republicans as Oliver P 
Morton, Richard Yates, Andrew Curtin, and John Andrew. 
he net result of the surrender to the state-rights theory of 
recruiting was, that of nearly 3,000,000 soldiers enlisted during 
the war only a very small fraction was obtained by the federal 
government directly. The total number of men conscripted 
by the War Department throughout the war was slight 
ly in exeess of 50,000. Adding to these about 120,000 substitutes 
for drafted and enrolled men, the total barely exceeded 170,000. 
While the federal government was exhausting itself to obtain 
this puny result, the states were raising over a million volun 
teers. Certainly many of these volunteers enlisted to avoid 
draft, but it is likewise certain that multitudes of others enlisted 
for the enormous bounties. In the last two years of the war 
alone the states and loealities paid over $286,000,000 in bounties, 
while for the period of the war, the federal government paid 
over $300,000,000 for the same purpose.” If to these sums be 
added the amounts paid by the states and smaller units during 
the first two years of the war, and the total sum paid in substitute 
fees, the total would probably amount to three-quarters of a 
billion dollars, or nearly $300 for every man recruited, even for 
three months service throughout the war, counting those who 
did not as well as those who did receive bounties. This sum 
would have sufficed to pay the entire wages of a Kuropean army 
of equal size for the entire period of the war. Yet Senator 


64 Rel ( I s, Series IIT, Vols. III, 1V, V, passim Especially choice ex 














j 

L I i 
P . J px a 

. a“ 
7 ~~ oO gc = 
-- = f . : 











- 7 < 7 
- ~f 
as 5p = & 








DOCUMENTS 
A JOURNAL OF THE SANTA FE Tran 
Edited by WiturAm KE. CoNNELLEY 
The substance of this journal * has been known to historical writers 
ut the Journal itself has not been accessible. 
It is a valuable contribution to the literature of the Santa Fe Trail, 


it old highway which was ancient before the days of Coronado. 


William E. Connelley. 
JOURNAL 
Of an expedition of a detachment of 


U.S. Dragoons from Fort Leavenworth 





to protect the Annual Caravan of 
traders, from Missouri to the Mexican 
boundary on the road to Santa Fe — by 
Capt. P. St. G. Cook, Commanding 
Commencing May 27th, and ending 
July 21st, 1848. 

R. Jones 


A-G. 


JOURNAL, 


Of the excursion of a detachment of two squadrons of t 


Dragoons from Fort Leavenworth (& Fort Seott) ? to protect the annual 
earavan of traders from N. Western Missouri to the Mexican boundary 


he Regt. of 


in route to Santa Fe: and to make a military demonstration among the 
tribes beyond the frontier settlements. 
This Journal was written in obedience to the following instructions, 


V1Z 
* The original manuscript is in the archives of the State Department at Washing 
tor Some years since a typewritten copy was made under the supervision of Dr. 


Gaillard Hunt for the Burton Historical Collection, Detroit, and this copy was placed 


my hands recently to edit for publication in this Review. In printing, numerous 


meaningless dashes which characterize the original have not been reproduced, and 
two or three obvious errors of the copvist have been corrected. 
Fort Leavenworth was founded in May, 1827 by Colonel Henry Leavenworth. 


Fort Scott was established May 30, 1842. It was named for General Winfield Scott. 














a 
































‘ p . 
{ Jour S 
f { 1 
l 
( x \ the suboye ee i 
tl I vou Will as 24 to Ss I’ 
, 
creep i regulal Ar ll l 
tary features of tl unt. ts 
wrap XK t ! nes, nul ers 
e eS visited, then bility t ( \ 
tions toward the United States 
tar ry } + ting 
CLC ds ay bt | CreStl cy 
n the return of the command to Fort L 
] ] } 
] + 
e the honor to be 
Your Obedt 
The traders had bet that the Dr 
rena Vous if ( ¢ Neos ) 
ree COMpanies 1 eched from Fort Leave 
(oimeers, & 
| Pa ‘ ] , 
( Ix ( ryt ~ (y ( ooKe ar ] 
4 Men (Bvt 2d Lt. Geo. Mason 
‘ ‘ ‘ . , 
Co. ¢ . Capt B 1) Moore #4 
= ) . } 
2 men (2d Lieut. John Love 
I p St. George ¢ ke was n 1 Lee 
luated from the United States Military Academ 
oned on the fy 
r he commande 
expeditions He 
lieutenant 
Ut expedition 
ired that ( \ 
vernment, rather than to his native state of Virg 
neral October 29, 1873 was place t]} , 
etive service He published thre ( mes f 
Detroit. March 20. 189 
George T. Mason of Virg " luated 
38. He was killed in tl skirmish of La Ros 
my service was passed in the First and Second D 
¢Benjamin D. Moore served s a midshipmal 
e became a eutenant in the | t Dragoons in 
led at the battle of San Pas Calif., Decemb 
John Love graduated from the Military Acad 








t 
} 
rc] 
oQj- 
im | 
i W 
KX 
Lr 
| J 
n 
S4¢ 








i4 Dp wie Vi i \ I] 








) ( 
4 ri —_— , }) l. y 
\ Ais a Ae A ) ps 
‘ ‘ rt } : ita ie { i 
\ yt ail ) ) | 
os | 
\ y ( il COUS ¢ n by ( S l lie Say One 
| . exva4 ’ mel anit ) tt) t i 
| ( ( \ ¢ 9 ~ S lia au ( ISU | 
! } i 
or 1 O1 es several urs, 1 ng lor { Wagons In a hard ral} 
\ 1 + + y 
v e Uret l Was ind necessary to enecamp 
, } yyy] fo + but \) } . f } teas 
r P¢ ( qered ) ( ae ( ( ew pall Ol ere) ( 
X y ( t } ) ) ] n the mnada tine } 
{ t OU il LIK It eep if if Lu XSLSUL 
, ' a aN savaladesty es ' tha " 
( 1p ( ( ( I ary road a S creek e co 
y sent bael ran additional p bootees for « mal 
os CO nd 
924 | ) 1 1 | ee 1 4l , 
28th May Marched 15 miles and crossed one Company and the bag 


ats.” It rained the whole 
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{ | J é 1S] e was I nly disel rgea fro t 
( iH I ragoon Regiment as a private, rising t 
k of f eute! t in 184 He died O r 8, 1844 
H] ker be second lieute n the First Dragoons, Oct I t 
l 1837 D x Cin \ e became a brigadier ger of volunteers. O1 
eing 1 eer e he returned to the regular establishmer 
s i ha master genera serving 1 } retirement in 1882 
In M S Wiis f ! r general f fa ful and meritorious service 
A I { y 
> +4 A iW ’ £ \ rgir e ¢ , +h; mounte ng 3 isat } 
lieute! tia J 18 nd was soon transferred to the First Dragoon Regiment 
vi e he sé le illy k 1, Mart 17, 184 
R F. § of Virginia became assistant surge August 1, 1840 d 
sé t June ‘ H iJ 24. 186] 
( Nine Mile creeks in Leavenworth ¢ nty One is a tributary of 
. nger Creek ar ther flows into the Missouri River They rise in the same 
vicinity I flowing into the Miss River is ) t one mentioned in the 
This I ( ( . y The Cheu s had a trading 
} t It w S miles up Kansas River from e Missouri, di 
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| XII, N oy real ifthe Santa F Tra OS] 
i Ju Ot] It rained steadily t] ughout the night. & until 10 o’cloeck 
s morning. It 1s so cold that the breath is visible, as in winter, from 
, lensation of moisturt 
We marehed at 7 o'clock and arrived after a fatiguing day at th 
Litt Arkansas at 5 o’elock. The horses were unsaddled and grazed 
ut an hour at noon, while some arrangements of teams were ma 
ee worn out mules in one team from Fort Scott had to be replaced 
t them were of necessity left on th pre ( 
i poe ey ier | +} ++] wlecii 
| illy wooded sand hills ot e Littl and ( \ S 
nd, were to be seen to our left this afternoon; the prairie is still r 
ibly flat we crossed no stream ot wate! t er Dut tt 
trees on this Creek. I consider the prairie past for t vs. rich land 
seeds of trees will be borne on the long thin way f agricultural 
rl} tion. Should not dragoons have a leat he aa. se T SCCUTIE th | i 
receiver of their carbines from rain? it would have other advantages 
ses. If the government would spend a penny in canvass to 1 


ell’’ backs to their cavalry tents, it would save a pound in saddles & 
er equipage: rains ana sunshine are Injurious to leather 


(he march 24 miles, wind N This small stream is proba nal 


n the resemblance of its sand hill Bluffs, quicksand bed, &e to thos 
the Arkansas river 
June 10th. This morning a note from Capt. Boone args. was dis 
vered at the ford, it is dated yesterday June 9th, and states that he 


irched to eross the Arkansas to the buffalo range, & so keep on to tl 


M 1 1 } ’ 
‘ossing. On my part a communieation is established, as, 1f there were a 


tary object, I could communicate with his detachment in a few hour 
B. must have marched about 11 o’clock from appearane 
rived 6 hours later 

\n officer & 8 men were sent ahead at 9 o’ecloek, to hunt, &e 

After drying blankets, &e the little Arkansas was crossed, and the 
arch commenced at 12 0’cloeck. Marehed 10 miles to the S. W. and en 


mped on a small wooded stream a braneh of Cow Creek We 


, 
passed within 4 or 5 miles of the Arkansas river: its bluffs here present a 


greater appearance ot forest than any where seen since losing sight 


the Kanzas. Mixed with the broken hills of white sand, the view 1s 


decidedly urban — picturesq 





[ I 4} atey r f —P ( " \ 
In the summer of 1843 Ca e First Regiment S. Dr 
ns commanded an expedition whic eys of the Ark I t 
( rron and those of thei prince] il tributa @ roing far nort g ¢ - ; 
nd of the Arkansas. Joseph B. Tnoburn, St lard Hist Oklah ( 
116), I. 228 
( WwW Creek rice " e ( ntv } . int h< 4 2 . 








S Document M. V.H 
My spe ng with the depot of rations at Cottonwood fork w 
founded part upon information which was incorrect, or led to tl 
' hg nelu nt t I should find buffalo eonsice rably east of tl] 
| t: thus 1t becomes important that I should reach buffalo, & syn 
have been developed in two men. For these reasons 
1 in advance of the caravan on safe ground -intending to sti 
t ¢ Cre J miles further, until communication is re-established wit 
( 
| Love has come in & reported that he saw no buffalo but t] 
it two les to the south, some 200 mounted Indians came chargin 
upon his part which then displayed a white flag; the Indians th 
approached In a more {rit ndly n ner they proved to be Kanzas, & 
d they mistook the party for Pawnees (doubtful) They reporte 
heir camp to be near — no women or children were seen. Lt. L. furthe 
ports that their first Inquiry was about wagons traders 
I determined to send back a Company to meet the traders who shou 
e at the little Arkansas tomorrow 
About 20 Kar iS ive been In camp they brought dried buffalo meat 
nd were exceedingly anxious for tobacco: I unlueckily have none — bu 
ie them a little pork (in exchang They are on their return a 
ould li ely be npudent to the traders 
At dark I have fired off two sky rockets, having previously sent t 
en to the pickets; the horses were exceedingly alarmed, & could searce] 
e restrained. The Indians report buffalo two days west A gent! 
ir from the N. W. today 
June Ilt Capt. Moore marched early with Company C. for tl 
ttle Arks. The Kanzes passed the creek eastward & stopped not f 
t \ numbe me into camp & received permission to trade buffal 
eat for tobacco; they are about 100 have been four days journe 
st, & have plenty of meat. I remain in camp on a pretty savanna 
ing almost insensibly to a hill, where | have posted two videttes. Sent 
ut this morning an officer and 13 men on a scout; it returned in fow 
hours; saw nothing of interest except fresh buffalo signs: and Capt 
Boone’s camp a mile to the South — he left it yesterday morning. Th 
The Kansas Indians are a tribe of the Siouan istic family of North Am« 
Ir . ey belong to the Dhegiha group or Up-Stream People. They wet 
e latest of the group to take tribal form, and were perhaps a gens in the gr¢ 
en it was a single tribe. The tribe gave name to the Kansas River, which gay 
ame to the state ¢« Kansas It} gh the tribe never occupied any great part 
e state The name Kansas means ‘‘ Wind’? or ‘‘South Wind,’’ and the Kans 
Indians were The People of the South Wind.’ They were always very low 
1@ seale of inte ni nd the Christian never made progress amo! 
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1] , } ° 
ossed. ft l e pursued Dy a horseman who fired from the opposite 
, " 
Dank | el 4 t aman trom Capt Boone’s ¢o nmand 


J 








the hu r part n the hills, and some small parties of officers and men 
vanced from the Column. About 12 were killed, six were brought 
| supply - the last pork issued was out last ni yht: but J 
1 let 2 more be issued In the afternoon a Sergeant of Co. H 
came to me from Capt. B. who sent word he would joing me in the even 
: ud; but Lieut. A. R. Johnston ** had this morning most u 
inatel to our extreme regret wounded himself through tl 
nd th a very large ball 
Mr mped betwe > & 4+ o'clock on Walnut Cree! Capt. B’s tents 
t other side of Arkansas are visibl 
It has been a dav of extreme excitement pr hably to all the eommand 
Man buffal pproaching that were tired with running. I could in 
dulge quite a number in a short chase: at least 30 have been wounded 
The soil here is pretty good more sandy, but few trees on the rivet 
and ereek. We marched this morning through a ‘‘village’’ of prairi 
dogs, of perhaps 100° acre This animal I think a distinet genus 
Viare Ae | weathel pli sant wind N IS 
June 14 Capt Joone & Lt. Buford ** eame over this morning 
The Capta from the information of his Osage guide supposed he 
it or near the ‘‘erossing’’— it is still at least 100 miles: he has 80 








} | . 
tel tole 8 or 10 of his horses & mules making him believ 
+ + " + } , ‘ — | 
! rie ost consummate acting that it had been done by wild ' 
hy { -_ . } . bo : 
ndians The Captain met afterwards another lot, whom it thought i 
i 
1 » at 5 
mpl d retaliated despoiling them of their arms, but did not ) 
repli IS ses. Capt. B. determines to aseend the Arkansas little or 
nd i 
n 
4 J | —— ' g 4 } : e ( n Reciment Hewnas k ed i 
t " }? ( 1) ¢ er ¢ 1846 
Phe ‘ I ¢ 1 buffalo the great northern migration 
M by D S ¢ ti eended Pawnee Roek to get a good view of the 
es t numbers of ffa to be se from the summit 
rar +} y to & ) 
‘ ent were freque met with on the plains In the 
books of western t el there are many accounts of these villages. Some were miles 
in extent Owls and rattlesnakes were alwavs plentiful, and were said to inhabit 
the burr ws of t nral ‘ ors 
7] itenant Abraham Buford of the First Dragoon Regiment. He was brevetted i 
for gallantry in the battle of Buena Vista He resigned his commission in 1854, 
and later served in the Confederate rmy with the rank of brigadier general He 
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Do ent ‘oe ean: 
nt is scarce pound mM auty ft rash & Vaga 
4 rl } 4 
LeSS ’ eed He determ lV @1tizen 
; 7 4 ] t + +} } » t] 
\ i I ILS Lilt HO ho cove! Lilie 
OT t i rN mY nn —~ ile t t manie **] 
Cll ] | SePVET SE Xf se of p wer, she W yuld Invest 
S1 oO} OT CT ensnl whnerevel t may wander With 
: r ' y 
res] 13 how rent the eases! the Rom I 
} } l ] 4 
Vil real ed governments the Parthian on his dese 
. . ; } 44 ond | +} , } 
Hi powell [ ( | nited States ce Is WITl SaVaves W host 
I eratie ef ot government Snot equal to the task 
i 
+ ~ | } 
heir sparse population on these vast plains 
( ] 4 . > ; 
ew ti raders have not arrived Mr. Bent Is encamped 
: \] ; > | 
ig for Mh Vri & 5) wagons of pelt time was 
14 eat 1] 2A f»)] ‘ , nt re lh tine 7 t } 
aitogethe unsuceesstul experiment of boating tTrom ‘ 
the Arkansas.‘ 
i] } } . ] } 7 
s still in s Nt across Wah ut,*- and the Arkansas 
} ] 
s to be a general assemblage here: there are seven, or po 
npanies ot 1) agoons 14 otneers 
} . 1} rot ior} are | 
Nearly as much rain fell again last night. Marehed a 
ne ereek To 
1] | ] 
vell na 1 l 
r bends, 1s 
" } 1) x4 1 tar y tha ama <« +} f t} . 
CD & i O VU wilde, S Waters Seelll tie Sdille ds Ul O iit 
1 } } » 7 — ches 
olor & taste it is well stocked with fish ; it has groves to its 
, . 1 
1) miles the soil is quite rich. Acres of rose bushes 
in was built on the South Platte by the Bent and St. Vrain Con 
tween 18 11839. See Grinnell, loc. fey 4 The Bent and St 
Was ¢ sed of five St. ] s traders They were Charles, W 1 
t Cs n n: Mareelin St. V1 n seems t have | n ass 
, 
ther Cer ,and is i ided in the fiv Edwin | Sabin, Ait Ca 
14 
YY +} f 
e route of F1 
tte hive! 
eak, Trom W 
Sou Platt 
nd Nebrask 
Ky Ca 
3 the ri 
) 
( =» § 
>} ] ~ ? 
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Os Dor uments 


on one side of the river about 225 miles from Santa Fe, if no furt 


the road be yond there is much worse: Mr. Alvares Says he thir 
boundary line is about 40 miles west of the crossing, striking thi 
at or above Chouteau’s island. 
June 17tl \ rainy forenoon wind east: the creek still t} 
has in fact overflowed part of the bottom, which is our safety 
has been at a stand 6 or 8 hours. I fear the traders have been 
as to be water bound at Cow Creck, & that we will be in this vicinity 


\ } 


VS \leanwhile we have reason to believe there are no D 
on this side of the river within 12 or 15 miles; & we are reduced 
meat I look to Bent’s eows as a good resource. 

There is a break in the hills along this bottom, exhibiting a 
rich iron ore (carbonate,) resting on a coarse, very soft sandst 
surmounted by a stratum of pure blue elay there is also limest 
no coal has been seen. The hill top is a pretty table sodded with 
crass, & commanding a very agreeable view of river, ereek, wide 
nahs, & pretty groves: the buffalo grass resembles an unthrifty 
grass, a very pale green, which soon becomes a brown: the buffal 
exclusively when to be had: it is asserted that it will only grow 
buffalo range: a faet which I have observed vives eolor to this ass: 


we first find it in the neighborhood of Couneil orove) im the 


ry frequently there, when no other is to be found near — this 
eates that it thrives as is said of blue grass best when trodde1 
countless buffalo we may well conceive — give it fully that treat: 
whether necessary to it or not —there is another animal which 
found where it grows — the prairie dog — like the buffalo it lives 


or rather its seed: which I find is a new grain, equal at least to oat 
am gathering it the grass is so short that this is very slow work 


June 18th. The wind still east & a wet morning: the creek still 


stand — running into the bottom — the meat procured the 13th & eu 
in wet weather, is becoming spoiled; but a day or two’s rations are 
the caravan wagons must be water bound among the Cow creeks. 
Sinee writing the above, at 4 o’clock some 200 buffaloes approached 
camp — the companies were paraded for inspection: a gang approac! 
so closely that I sent Company K. out as skirmishe[r]s at the gall 
Twenty or 30 have been slain. It is singular that all the led hors 


45 Chouteau’s Island was at the upper crossing of the Arkansas River, im 
iately above the present town of Hartland, Kearny County, Kansas. Choutea 
trader from St. Louis, was attacked by Indians on one of his expeditions to 
Rocky Mountains, and took refuge on the island, on which was a thick growt 
cottonwood trees. He succeeded in beating off the Indians and making his es 
From this incident it was ealled Chouteau’s Island. The expedition of Chout 


was made in the years 1815-17. 

















+ ‘ fh ea } F ] -_ ] 
rnt bv omeers To chase prove to e@ yeariess OL bullal 
A . =< 
} } ; 
y not one had been tried: it is ve rel rk 1¢ Y LIS heir other 
Y + 1 + qo }} + 
| I CNIS ¢ ail OUNers l ! I 
L +) 4 : } 
em: no animal is so uneouth and fo lable looking as tl 
. , 
they are very active too, and heree when angered 
, wes . : : Res f “4 
nt Phis strange creek is still at a stand and fast filling up the 
S, and lowe1 eround ot the immense rive DOTtTO weather clear 
> +} + 
v high south wit e t ero nd by 
' . 
nders, must be 100 miles long, to keep up thus: t command is 
’ 
ad in smoking meat 
} hi y* ) 1t5 ] ma 4 > ] 4 
elved this morning an otheial note from Cap one, Stating tha 
] +. , \ ) , ‘ , \ . 
last evening two white men men passed his ¢: mp up the river, 
ising to halt at a sentinel’s challenge [ have sent to Bent’s camp 
oved to the hill top two miles east of us to le; vert 
’ 
no hay } rd thr r 9} Pp + » + t ¢ 
{ have He qa tThrougn an express I CLL S lt 
| 
n+ 27 1 the trader: Orrit 1 thi ) ning at ( ( | — ; 
ent all the traders arrives LOIS MOrning atl Ow reek, When 1S 
} AT > 
f its banks; and that they have killed a few buffal ‘Ir. B. also 
word that he should start tomorrow morning: it was his men, tl 


, 5 . ’ ' 
sent west to look after the wagons, that failing to eross this ereek 


ly, preferred fording the Arkansas twice, and so passed Capt. B 

»: they sav the flood is as great, as far a Paw) Kon 

June The ereek is still at a stand: fiftv vards wide, and runn 

the low grounds; weather clear, and a higher S. E. wind. Mr. B. has 

ged h mind about going at present ment ou small party, w 

rht 1 buffalo; the only one they saw; the bulls are quite fat: we 
them better than the | t beef: the men sv 1 the reek Tor ie] 
e are here with Mr. Bent an Irishman and his wife in a skin 
the woman is of Amazon proportions, and doubtless character too 


r courtship and marriage were consummated amid the snows of the 
ky Mountains; then, perhaps not relishing the dreary scene of his 
ung happiness, our bold Irishman robbed the Oregon settlers of their 


sculine heroine, and traversing the far western world with many 


lventures, amid Blackfeet and other savages, and dangers by flood and 


uuntain, found his way (by Santa Fe) to Bent’s Fort: there mount 
r their prairie horses they disdained not the escort of his company to 
stern Missouri, which no doubt they look upon as a hotbed of the un 
tural restraints of civilization 

June 21. Slowly, after 96 hours the waters subside: my command 
ud have marched to the crossing and been back tonight; the same 
ree south wind blows, which effected the waters so little 


1 


Capt. Boone writes me his determination to march toward the Canadian 














{) Do: HMEHTIS 


tomorrow morning; he has been on a sand hill a week 


») obey some order to ‘‘communieate with traders’’ for thei 





| have never seen an attempt to explain the ‘*‘ mirage’’ 


on the sandy plains ot Asia, decieve the eye with the semblance of w 


sheets « ter: on a hot day we see an apynearance of steam or ya 
rising trom » | | ) ratter |} ar > ow , - } } 
rising from a hil no matter how near, if relieved by the sky. 

s from a hot stove; I coneieve it to be exhalations of moisture 
the usual vapours of the atmosphere put in visible motion by the radi 


ated calorie; when there is an expanse of nearly plain surface, a \ 

vunt of this moving vapor is seen at once, and, no longer transluc 
assumes the appearance of a white plain, of steam, or water. Thus t 
by the refraction of light passing through an aqueous medium, is 
explained the ‘‘looming’’ of objects on the plains and hill-tops: a Cl 
or a weed, is frequently mistaken for a buffalo, or a horseman. 


A small party have brought in a buffalo, they saw some of ( 


Moore’s men hunting: a man of Bent’s came from the caravan 
are encamped tonight — about 8 miles off in the hills: (they have 
descended on the road into the Arkansas bottom) Cow Creek was 


bridged. 


22 June. A cold cloudy morning; wind north; the ereek is falling 
near a foot an hour. Seeing some strangers in the vicinity, I had th 

brought in by a patrol: one of them proved to be Mr. 8. Vrain. Hi: 
brings important news for the caravan: His communication to me, ma 

with much show of apprehension and secrecy, is as follows: One hu 
dred and eighty Texans, under a ‘‘Colonel’’ Snively, are at the crossing 
they had had an advance guard or body of spies, 10 or 12 in numbe 


who had met an advanee of 50 men of Gov. Armijo’s (which T | 


understood were to precede him some days or weeks, an excess of pr 


dence.) : the Texans retreated across the Arkansas, leaving one man 

prisoner: but he was able to make them believe that it was a party of S 
Vrain’s hunters; but the Mexicans becoming suspicious retreated that 
night. The main body of Texans came up and captured two express 
men sent by Armijo the trader; they did not discover their letter (con 
cealed in a green stock) but got correct verbal informations of them 
Mr. S. V. saw the 180 Texans; well mounted and armed: The whol 
have been north of the river: Snively and another man slept in his camp 
he told Mr. St. V. that he intended to remain in the country; and would 
most assuredly eapture the Mexicans and their wagons, wherever the) 
went, whenever they seperated from the escort; that they intended t 

conceal the booty, and afterwards attack the Tores settlement. Mr. 5 


V. entertains not the slightest doubt of the Governor having retreated; 
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Snively [ knew at Nacogdoches in 1836; he was a shopkeeper’s ¢! 
and quite insignificant in appearance and demeanor; thought, trut 
tell, he had just *‘come from the army’’; (which, properly speaki: 
lexas has never had 

Capt. B. found a party at little Arkansas with a wagon; emiz 
for California; they accompanied that command across the Arkans 
and on the 16th re-crossed and have since been near me, but over 
creek; they were near losing everything in the river, and Capt. B 


} 


mule drowned in assisting them: two of them have lost a limb: \W 
the Pacifie prove a barrier to our population ? 

Capt. Moore and Company C. arrived in camp this afternoon 
narched about fifteen miles beyond the Little Arkansas; when he met 
earavan: the rains fell on them ten miles on this side; and they 
six days making the next nine miles and crossing Cow Creek which 
bridged: the traders stopped on the hills two miles off, near Bent. C 
pany C have had buffalo but two days; and thus they have consui 


lays rations of salt meat, more than the rest of my command: t 


eight « 
reduces the stores (as [| found by weighing them,) to seant nine 
supply: if | had not advanced I should have had little, or no meat 
The traders (as I] expected brought up the two Fort Seott mules. |’ 
creek is not yet fordable, and is falling slowly: the traders have broug 
their wagons down to the crossing point: a hunting party has retur 
unsuceesstul: [ have but 30 days full rations of flour; and have ord 
but twelve ounces to be issued ’till further orders. 

June 24. Last night some six of the principal traders, including t] 
“Captain’’ Dr. East, & L{iJeut. Armijo & Ortiz, called to consult w 
me on the news: they told me they did not now expect to find the g 
ernor at the crossing: and they all agreed it would be advisable to go 
to ‘‘Bent’s fort’’, sending express for a stronger Mexican force to 
them there; provided, | would go with them and await the arrival of tl 
force: They left me at 10 o’clock to reflect on an answer to the quest 
how long I could promise to stay at that point. 

Caleulating on cattle —to be brought here — for subsistence for fift 


or 100 miles on this side of Bent’s establishment, where buffalo woul 


probably not be found, and obtaining, as Messrs. 8. Vrain & Bent assu 
can be done, as many more ¢attle there as I may need, I agreed — as 
my letter—to go on, and remain with them — waiting for escort 
fifteen days, if necessary: and I sent word, that under favorable cn 


eumstances I could stay five days longer. 





This morning, they ealled again, and said they were all ‘‘agreed”’ t 
await at the crossing (probably a month) for a force to be sent for, and 
to come from Santa Fe: if I would stay and protect them. I asked ther 

















ws: 4 A Journal Of the santa fe Ira 95 
ernor having retreated, 1f they beleve tl ild induee to 
+k? af he could raise a sufficient roree to return to the san point 
swered, Vo! I then told them, I would tr iin so long statl 
the extreme privation and discomtort Vv command: without a 
sonable object. 1 had announced that J should go the © 
nv event: and then we could onl ig na ce lude to go there 
. 

uit aS 1t might 

nm and 1 bat o a ; . ; 

{ Li} agaiith i Cd a ) O Clt ‘ 1 ( ) CN i | el } 
the squadrons were then assembled \ | r in the 
nd [had ai ental drill; and I p ticed t mation of an 

t ++] ] 1 
( pattie Irom column ot rout when cr mr lett is 

Ss they thus marehed alternately See as foll t this 

the manuseript occurs a diagram of the troop formatio 
: , 
arched a thousand paces down the creek, at encamped at 

CK S¢ veral Words illegible 
S. V’s 5 Wagons have bee! rot over tnis tternoo} Live ravan 
ving 
2oth Sent in letters this morning by Mr. Bent Oo goes t 
, 

endence in six days travel 

‘7 2] +] ) } " rITaQY i " it ) Y . ) + tha f ] i} 

S/o @cloeKk when the @aravan was pu l no m1 the Tora ihe 
. ] ] ] ] ] } _ 
ment marcned at 8 ind the whole, with the eley nh Wa2zons, were 

{ = | | . } 1 1 4 = 

n fifteen minutes: the water is half side deep: the bottom was 

1 | ] 

ery sot | irched five miles and ( ped the Arkansas, 

+ . . 4 ? ] l + + 
ere were a few trees, at 11 o'clock, being assured that the eara 

ild, or would, get no further tonight 

ha h } . } at for thr y fonr a + . + 

lave had no tTresh meat, for three or tour days; the game seem to 

. 
deserted the country: but now a solitary, lucky buffalo ap 
.y 97 \ } a ] | 
ed our camp, was chased and killed 
l ] £ 1 > ’ } 
scertained, this morning that some of Mr. Bent’s pi ple, at ieast, 
mmunieated with tl lexan whial ae eee Po See 
communicated with the Texans: whieh none had given intormation 
r . 1. , } , } 
the week or ten days they were with me. It was about the 
, ' ois 
this month that the meeting of the Mexicans and Texan spies took 


] 





r 
I 


was at hand: 


hor 


fions, announced to his nephew, Mr 


two mules 


the former are reported to have said the gove 
agrees ally with his intent 
O in a lett r which Was shown me I also how 
Texan spies accompanied Bent’s party (wagons 
ight of my tents: when on pretence of hunting (as 
ied or disappeared. 

‘arson, a hunter, started express last night (with 
‘r to the Governor: if at Santa Fe, to advise h 
ie) that I would not wait very long, and that 

no doubt) up the Arkansas. The man is expee 


first learned that 
until they eam 
S reported the 


to bear 


m (as Capt. East 
they would move 
ted T¢ rn ta SAT ta 
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ii 1 told he goes for fear of Texans by t! 
é er, & ‘‘Bent’s fort This seems senseless inasn 
ticipates properly one event, viz: that the Governor 
le route to S. F. (which, being a large owner of thi 
it probable Mr. Alvarez told me the Governor couk 
; ae a 
Indians, in about a week; and march with them t 
Cli s I’ C Caravan has aVl ived, near SIX 0 ¢loek, and Si 
» Marehed at 614 o’clock; sent in advance an office 
ting party & a Wagon. 
bottom common to the River and creek extends ten or 
the mouth of the latter; it is a sandy soil, with a vy 


a point of the bluff there is a remarkable sand roe 





i 


idreds or names are inseribed on it; fou 


Ash Creek, a sluggish stream which becomes nearl 
, In summer; there is wood on it it is about 20 mil 

[ watered today at a fine pond: (9 miles fr 

ping two hours at Ash Creek, I marched 5 miles furt] 


e forks and eneamped: its banks are high and dif 





1 stream, nearly as large as the | at Couneil Grov 
» muddy: it is tolerably ti heads a days n 

of the crossing of the Ai rut 60 miles to 1 
re thousands of buffalo peacefully grazing on a great 
tly rises about 6 miles off into hills: some on the spot 
officers, and one was slain. The hunting party have bi 
f three in the wagon; the earavan has not come up: | 

20 miles, in a cool day, one of the longest in the ve: 

t road Last night, and tonight the moschittos are 
e tents are thus important if not necessary, as bars; by s 
n closing them, they become a great protection ; ther 
the horses suffer from the moschittos 


ne of the famous points on the Santa Fe Trail. TI! 
it in the Old Trail literature. Kit Carson is said t 
ere one night on his first trip across the Plains and to 
ns and killed his own mule. The ‘‘Rock’’ is in Ba 
miles west of Great Bend. The staie of Kansas has ¢ 
Park, which includes the famous Rock. 


i] 


‘aravan came from Ash Creek by 9 o’eclock, an 


: then I marched about 7 miles 


ar the head of a branch, with tolerable stat 


of the caravan, two miles off at the crossing 
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Dor Mae nts 


» be buckled around an ancle of the horse: 12 or 14 3 
should be introduced just such another strap and bu 
‘ancle of the forelegs; thus, a halter would be unnee 
possibly it would be as well to secure the picket rop 
if the end be continued beyond the 
by a strap to the horse’s leg: so as to confine his 
ground. When a party of dragoons on a prairie escapes the disast 
losing, temporarily at least, their horses, if less securely picketed, it is 
result of luck or chance; to which a good commander never trusts 1 
avoidable. 
June 28th. marched at 7 o’clock: the traders, then elose in 1 
P 


our course V. over high prairie hills, eased with the bri 


i 


} 
1¢ 


iron sod of lden closely grazed buffalo grass; the route 
hanged here since my last visit: it runs more away from the river 
journal does not answer as a guide. I halted at 11 o0’clock fort; 
tes at a ravine with stagnant water, then marched 6 miles furt 

18 in all) to pool water in the head of a small ravine, in the edge o 
nsas bottom: it is said to be one of a number of small brat 
‘Coon’’ ereeks: here I believed the caravan would stop (as 

but the grass was entirely eaten up by the buffalo: I sent a 
miles to look for the ‘‘Coon’’ Creek of my recollection: but 1 

* better grass was to be found on the road: the traders, who use 


herd them might stop here, but 1 could not: so ehanging 


degrees, which made it east of south, IT marchee 


Arkansas, and encamped: there is drift wood for fuel; ] 


++ 


lry looking buffalo grass, mixed with the lone fresh e 
immediate bank; the buffalo have closely eaten, 

e other. Here I had wells dug, and came to fine eold wat 

the river. In the bottom I passed the 


running water and pebbly bottom, but no b 


Such is an abstract of the day’s progress: the pen of an Irving mig 
fail to paint the interesting sights, or to convey an idea of thrilling 
terest and excitement of a scene which all witnessed. 

For six miles we marched through one ‘‘village’’ of the ‘‘prair 
dogs’’, whose shrill barkings were incessantly sounding in our ears, 
their strange anticks scarcely attracted attention, when 10,000 of buffal 
dotting the visable world far and near were the whole day 
around us: each moment a shifting scene, of chases, by officer or trad 


ixing the attention with a new interest. In the afternoon, from 


f the hugh terrible looking animals grazing and lying abo 


leter 


1undreds 0 


{ 
brow of a small hill overlooking a ravine and the rise beyond, we s 
} 


in a state of undisturbed nature 300 yards from us: I instantly « 
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of his kind, was very unmanageable: and attacked me; and my hors 
which he was less afraid. I procured also a female: I entend to 
them to the National Institute: At the noon halt a bull ran amone 


rses, and was with difficulty got rid of. The whole surface o 


country is smooth hard close shaven sod of buffalo grass: were thes 
groves, how beautiful it would be! there must be rich substance 
buffalo grain: after the last severe and long winter and the spring 
ward beyond all experience, we found the buffalo fat, the 13th of J 
June 29tl [ marched at 7 o’elock; taking a course a 
south of west; at 4% past 9 I struck the trace just in front of the ear 
they seemed to have stopped soon after, as they had to pass over thi 
of a long descent and were not visible there for an hour or mo 
made halt at 1 past 10, at some stagnant water; then I moved on 


at 1 ¢ elock, In the hollow of a dry bray eh, Saw a wretched pool, 


buffalo grazed the horses near two hours; sending on to exan 
country: here there was not enough water; learning it was plent: 
tolerable grass — here, | came on about 3 miles and encamped. 


We passed just such barren hills as yesterday: I dug in the ray 
for water, but soon came to blue clay and stopped 
saw more buffalo than yesterday: I sent out Sergeant MecLure « 
Company (as usual now) is the afternoon; he chased and killed 
1 in a few minutes, and elose by the road, as I had desired him: 
butchered during the halt. Here is no fuel but dry ordure: a rat 
hard bread has been issued. The Arkansas or its sand hills have 
been in sight; the new road disagrees so much with my old journal 
that I move rather blindly. 

The march today 20 miles; course S. W. Wind 8. and disagre 
high The earavan I do not hear of 

I rode today a mile at full speed, following Mr. Ortiz in chase « 
to witness his laneing one, which I could scarce credit: he selected 
barren cow which was very fleet and active; but I saw him lance and 


1 } - : 1 oO . 4) > ) 
her: She did not seem to posess any of the dangerous fiereceness 0 


bull: for he approached her afoot before she fell —and struck ho 
the spear; but he does kill them, and the mare he rides has a great g 
in the rump inflicted by a horn: Mr. Ortiz is a very small man and 
bare-backed 

To be continued 
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tration t] nterest and attr veness of the volume, y 
neat bout n blue elotl S nteen maps, Including a larg 
map, serve as a valuable ; { reader, A good, 1 
elabor ndex is provided, 
Tl hit t m of this vo ; be found in the 
Y) no. mm t¢ vy somewt Dp tent IS. \ history ¢ 
ture in any state, as the reviewer took oceasion to point out in 
d before the Mississippi Valley Historical Association a ft 
t Li 1 conslderat n of economie geography, I} 
agricu re, land policies, early settlements, relations with the hh 
pioneer farming, early trade routes, use of improved machine 
lopment of specialized farming, transportation, and markets. 
of this kind should inelude, further consideration of the sys 
lar enure and tenaney, size of farms, land values and rent 
the ing the inheritance of farm property. Attention 
be | n also to the sources of immigration, the types of farms 
methods of farming, and the social phases of farm life, ineludi 
cation, religion, amusements, and entertainments. Currency and 
Ing | rural credit, rates of interest, farmers’ organizatio1 
t he | n of the farming population to national polities and 
tion are | vise among the important subjects to be cor 
Finally, the economie history of agriculture in any given state 
ude an historical and comparative study of the problems conf: 
the agricultural elass.’’ A number of these subjeets have been « 
altogether from the present volum hey should have been cor 
In any count which purports to be a history of agricultu | 
agricultural education, agricultural organization, agricu 
nar not to mention railroad development, markets and the r 
f the farmer to polities and legislation, have been omitted w 
sp is plea that they ‘‘eall for such extended special i 
vations that for practical reasons their treatment had to be d 
to a later time.’’ But a history of agriculture should includ 
top Kven ‘‘an historical sketch,’’ to use a more modest term, sl 
include them, if a volume of this kind is to serve its main function, 
s to give the reader a comprehensive view of agricultural develop: 


ng short of such an aeeount should be designated accord 


lume would then sail under its true eolors and it would the 


essary to explain away the title in the introduction. 


a + 


publication of this volume should, as a matter of fact, hav 
further studies would have made if possible to pr 


complete history of agriculture in Wisconsin. It is hoped 


history will be forthcoming. Meanwhile, the present \ 


















































southern part 
sets forth the underlying idea and the 
ts certain comparisons and general 
mn, 


nt and spt culate 


Li 


ons, product! 


‘arms and 
rs, the da 
‘om a private party 
rtain large farms agr 
1860, and 1870. In the mare 


the character 


’s notes on the 
lines. The skete 
and inelude a 
drainage, types 0 
farm makine, 
manufactures, village 
changes, 
ferent censuses 
of the town. 


hook published 


are also ineluded so far as 
1 ] 


i = 
tehes are Tollowed by 


SOmMme SVec 
A 


wricultural statist 


1920, 


eontaln a } ( ae ] 
ses of 1850, 1860, 1870, 1880, and 

be a delight to future genealog 
yf names which appear on the plats. 


arises In any consideration of this volu 


the anticipations which have been at 


must be in the n 


the reviewer 
in the reviewer for allowing his 


+, 
+ | 


No one who is on the outs 


have any adequate appreciation 


its execution, the com] 


eourse of 


yresent themselves, or the reasons for the d 


made. Nevertheless, an outsider’s ideas and impres 
they must be, may sometimes be of if f 


value, 


reason than tha ifference of perspective. 








, > 
ook Re iets 


] } + ,y ] ] 
d explanations the agricultural d 


moreover, the explanations are inadeq 
tter to reduce the plats to a smaller seale, tr 
the opposite page, where they might app 
ipt, and thus make possible the reduction 
avo or at most quarto size? This 
omission of data from the plats, but the individual 


designated by a series of numbers arranged geoerap! 


nd the names of the farmers, with all appropriate and availab! 
bout them and their farms might be presented in tabular form. 


number would enable one to loeate the farm at a glance, and the t 


method would admit of more uniform and more complete data 


plats. A desirable addition would be a series of 


the progress of settlement year by year or by gr 
the various racial elements, the different 


of agriculture, a ie lke, and the correlation of these factors 
physiographic features, and with improvements such as roads, 
and railroads. 


ihe political lati ivht profitably be inereased. The fact 


Wilson in 1912 carried a town previously Republican, may mean 


was a swing to the Democratic Party, or merely that the norn 


te was divided between Taft and Roosevelt. Vote 


ons are frequently more significant than those 


ions. One striking thing which appears is the extent of 


4 


ing landslide in 1920. Town after town which had been norma 
Democratic or closely balanced cast nearly all its votes for Hard 
The reason for this must be fairly obvious or easily ascertainable, 


+ 


lation is attempted. In fact, there is almost no interp! 


tion of the political data, and the same statement applies to much 


the other data presented. It would seem that the one who is work 
with the material collected and organizing it for presentation is 
the best position to explain its significance, but the town sketches cons 
in the main of bare and formal statements of facts. 

In justice to the author it should be admitted that what is here 
gested would amount practically to complete histories of the tow! 
while the intention has been merely to lay the foundation for su 
histories. The reviewer believes, however, that a few scientific histor 
of typical towns on a seale both comprehensive and microscopic would 
make a greater contribution to our knowledge of American history, than 
a larger number of partial presentations of selected types of data. Ho 
ever this may be, there can be no question that Dr. Schafer has rendered 


a great service to the cause of American history, first by giving w 





of nine 


SCOnSIN. The worl 


Wisconsin from 163 


bout 1875, 


} 
a general 


independent and origin: 
touches, utilizing the fruits of 


remarkably good 
passage, and withal a sustained excel 


opening chapter sumé is given 


s which occurred in the Wisconsin 
times. A serious defect adequate deserip 
general geographical background of Wisconsin 
seem to be eve : 


is the omission of an 


history, whicl 
n more important in a work of this type 
of geology. The chapter on the India 
¢ of tribes; it pictures vi 


ividly the life and eustoms of the 


han a dis 


lS m¢ 


Indians. Eight chapters follow on the French perio 


} I 
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the controversial points connected with Nicolet, Radisson, and G; 


hers, the author sensibly recognizes the limitations which the s 


impose, and he does not lose sight, in pursuing details, of the 


significance of the achievements of these explorers. There is an 
esting discussion of ‘‘Crusaders of the 


Ménard and Allouez. 


founding of the 


I 


Cross,’’ dealing principal; 
In speaking of St. Ignatius of Loyola and 
Jesuit order, the author makes an observation 

indicates that he 


{ 


IS not in agreement with the viewpoint of Pro 


Cheyney’s presidential address on ‘‘Law in History.’’ Dr. ¢ 


writes, “* At the siege of Pampeluna in the spring of 1521 a Frene] 
tilleryman discharged his gun and 


| thereby all unknowingly alter 
further course of world history.’’ The 


eannon-ball hit the 
Ignatius, whose subsequent disability produced a sequence of 

the writing, more than a century later, of an inter 
chapter in the history of Wisconsin and the Northwest.’’ St. Lu 
Perrot, Joliet, and Marquette figure in 


French took possession of Wisconsin, and there is a concise cha 


Ai ipt 
Ifennepin, the characterization of! 
latter being particularly well done. Under the title, ‘‘Fur Trad 


Empire in the Seventeenth Century,’’ the author gives a well-bal 


an adequate review of hoy 


La Salle, Tonti, Membré, and 


account of Du Luth, Le Sueur, and Perrot, but it mav be noted 


i 
save for incidental referenees throughout the volume. there is 1 


e and its methods. <A val 
Kox War oeceupies two chapters, and the story ol 


tempt at a description of the fur tr: 


) 
tbat 


] 
t 


account of the 


french period comes to a close with a summary of the conquest of N 
France. 

Wisconsin history during the British period is dealt with in 
chapters. Particularly commendable are the accounts of Major Ki 
Rogers and Jonathan Carver, the author being the first writer to eml 


1? 


a general sketch of the latter the important information brought 
incidentally in Elliott’s studies of the name ‘‘Oregon.’’ The stor 
Wisconsin in the Revolution is prefaced by a cogent statement of 
viewpoint of the imperial school of historians, with particular 
enee to the significance of the Mississippi Valley in the political 
rround of the Revolution, and the author pays his respects to the st 
legislature of Wisconsin, which, ‘‘forgetful of the fact that the detern 
nation ¢ 


f historic truth transcends the power of legislative fiat,’’ 
sumes ‘‘to preseribe what shall be said in our school histories ab 
the Revolutionary fathers.’ 


Revolution to the thirties, including an interesting study of ‘‘T 


Three chapters cover the period from thi 


il 


Period of Army Rule.’’ An analysis is presented of the ‘‘ Evolution 


Civil Government,’’ and there is an account of the passing of the Indi 
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in. the latter containing a useful review of Black Hawk War. 
this point Dr. Quaife’s narrative ¢ ipies nineteen chapters 
ire needed for the balance of the story, four of these dealing 
period before the Civil War. In discussing ‘‘'Territorial De 
ent and Polities’’ the author makes a valuable analysis of th 
n of Wisconsin population in 1850, based upon the manu 
returns of the census for that year. An ab irvey of ‘Ad 
Statehood,’’ a subject for which the author has assembled th 
s, is made in one chayq ter: and in another he tells aha” il and 
s Experiments,’’ and includes a rather extensive discussion of 
irkable ‘‘Strangite’’ community ‘he volume coneludes with 
int of ‘‘The Growing Commonwealt! a brief summary of 
in’s share in the Civil War, and a discussion of Politieal Ri 
nd Economie Progress,’’ with special attention to the Granger 
nt. Some errors of detail have been noted in the but 
ral level of accuracy is hig 
neteen essays in Volume II are on th ole valuab mp 
; of material, but the principle on which the selection of topies was 
not clear. For example, there ts eood statemer ibo 
of the Railroad Commission, by Lewis E. Gettle s; chairman, and 
is a lengthy description of the highway system, but one looks in 
he developme? t of the railway system 


‘or an historical aecount of 





elements in 


andinavian, German, and British 
pectively by Albert O. Barton, J. H. A. Lach 








description of it at present. The omission is the more e@o1 picuous 
. [1 (ua re, 1n Volum | sketel S the ] Finnings Wis ONSIT 
history here is a statistical immatl of a | L tury of 
ral development, by Oliver E. Remey written apy itly 
Dr. Schafer’s history of Wiseconsi1 ¢ ire was availa 
re are HO imilay enapters on other nd I Ss, 1or exan | im 
ind manufacturing. A number of branches of the state govern 
are treated, e. g., the educational and tax systems, the board of 
th, the industrial, conservation, and railroad ecommissio1 ind tl 
tments of engineering, agriculture, and markets; but there n 
eral description of the state government of Wisco Mr. Fred 
Holmes contributes an excellent chapter on ‘‘The Triumph of tl 
wressive Movement,’’ taking up his story at th ir 1891. Sines 
Quaife, in the preceding volume, earries his narrative only to 1875 
wonders what happened politically in Wisconsin in the int ning 
eriod of sixteen years. The chapter on ‘‘The World War and Afte 
an able and sueccinet condensation of a long story. Perhaps the m 
iable material in Volume II is a series of three chapters on thi 
Wisconsin, prepar 
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Whyte. The cooperative method leads to some duplieation and 
easional error. For example, Mr. Barton gives an accurate ac 
the first Norwegian newspaper published in Wisconsin, Nord] ys. 
appeared in 1847 (pp. 131 ff.), whereas Mr. W. J. Anderson, in 
ter on ** The Press of Wisconsin,’ writes inaccurately about EF 

as ‘‘the first Norwegian 


Presumably the publishers intend that purchasers of the 


paper in Wiseonsin’’ (p. 581) 


hall also buy two volumes of biographical sketches, but Dr. Qua 
no connection with their preparation, they do not carry the t 
of the first two volumes, and the present reviewer has not seer 
Mention should be made of the remarkably clear and w 
illustrations, particularly Volume I. Most of the chapters in 


volume and some in the second are supplied with brief bibli 


| 


notes. Each volume has an index. 


THEODORE C, Bui 


5 


Thomas €] dler Haliburton (‘‘Sam Slick -~ a Ntu ly in Pro 
Toryysm., By V. L. O. Chittick. New York: Columbia Univ 
Studies in English and Comparative Literature, 1924. 695 p. $ 

Professor Chittick’s book represents painstaking work begun t! 
or fourteen years ago when the author was a young graduate stu 

Columbia University. Exhaustive in treatment and judicial i 


with good index, ample eitations, and comprehensive bibliograph: 
may well be the storehouse from whieh all future students will tak 
data regarding the most widely known of Nova Seotians. It 
more likely to be useful as a storehouse than as a volume to be r 
toto. Few persons, certainly few in the United States, will 
read seven hundred pages on Haliburton for general information. 
Dr. Chittick seemed to find the need of a scholarly investigation 
subject in the fact that the name of Haliburton had attracted to its 
a number of unwarranted complimentary phrases which were coming 
be repeated without verification. The author of Sam Slick was 
father of American humor,’’ ‘‘the creator of the first comic Yank 
literature,’’ and in publie life he was ‘‘a distinguished jurist,’’ a 
and influential patriot, in his later years the sole spokesman for 
eolonies in an apathetie British parlhament. It has been Dr. Chittick 
somewhat ungrateful task to show the falsity or the exaggeration 
these traditional appraisals. He has thus deprived himself ot 
privilege of admiring and defending a romantie hero; and at the sa! 
time he has been too fair and judicious to play the slashing and pictu 
esque iconoclast. 


Mr. Chittick does not fully explain how the Haliburton myth ar 
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Western, which as a_ half-imaginary eariecature of fellow pi 
suggests parts of Innocents Abroad. But even here Haliburton 
than Mark Twain brings in pet ideas, and especially pet ave 


Most of the other works were written in definite advocaev of 


and reform One slight field of inquiry left by Dr. Chittick 


| erar ! IS the question how a character conceived and is 
pressly tor propaganda purposes has come to live so thorough 
from tl r’s theories and isms. Not even Hosea Biglow | 


+] : | ‘ Pee ‘ el 
this in the same degree as Sam Shek. 


"he volume has in general the mechanical excellence that | 
to be expected from the Columbia University Press; but an errat 
would not be amiss. William Dunlap appears as ‘‘Dunlop’’ 
the name Is given correctly in references to Dr. Coad’s biogr 
monograph. The lack of intelligibility in a sentence on page 652 
It Is charitable to suppose, be due to the proof-reading; and on pag 


a mis-spelling of the name of Judge Brenton Halliburton conf 


very paragraph in which the author tries to distinguish two col 
on the bench between whon he humorist said, there wes 


Ss ] gs f yA tey m 
g f ) x ny } ed 1 ry S } Y 
I l pa ( ne 
gr " 3 Y ( i may I LLy ar 
W ( { 


WILLIAM B. Cal 


The Lessons of History. By C.S. Leavenworth. (New Haven: Pr 
under the direction of Yale University Press, 1924. 100 p 

History does not repeat itself, the old adage to the contrary noty 
standing, but the underlying substance or essence of history does 
cording to the author of this little book. By the underlying subst 
or essence of history he means ‘‘the continuous upward-reaching ¢ 
of mankind for civilization,’’ and civilization is defined as ‘‘the part 
satisfaction of the desires of man to attain the great ideals of the cult 
of the good, the true and the beautiful; of universal material comt 
and of good order under the forms of leadership, liberty and peace 

The curve of history from 4000 B.C. to the present has been dra 
as the author conceives it, in a chart on the first page of this book. 
reveals a series of progressions and retrogressions, of ups and dow) 
in the life of mankind. The peak of civilization in the ancient per 
was reached during the last five centuries B.C. and in the mode 
period in the twentieth century. Are we about to drop off into b 
barism as did the ancient world after reaching the zenith of its glor 
There is danger that we shall — a decline invariably follows a rise and 


climax. 
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‘lemagne and His Empire,’’ are united from the old e 


n t a r’s well-known manual which sin 1902 
held the field in college classes covering general ] 
from the fall of the Roman Empire. That the enlare 
l almost entirely to the proposed second volume 

apparent from the fact that the first devotes only 531 | 

which the earlier edition gave 508 pages. The chief 
rangement and organization of material. 

first three chapters remain as in the original volume but t 


Chapters IV and V. rhis is followed by a short echapt 


ntirely to *‘The Influence of the Mohammedans in E 


rv, a praiseworthy and needed expansion. Next. under 
. i . i ? * : 


} 


part of Chapter VI and Chapters VII and VIIT, with a 


n of some of the many details of the disruption of the | 
mpire Meudalism’’ stands unchanged. 
chapter England and France in the Middle Ages 1) 


‘ganization of material. Here the earlier Chapters 
irt of NX are ingeniously intertwined to bring the history 
untries down through the Hundred Years’ War. Likewiss 
ers XLT, XIII, and XIV are combined into one, entitled ‘‘¢ 
ind Italy in the Middle Ages: Popes and Emperors.’’ No 


‘en made in the chapter, ‘‘The Crusades,’’ but Chapter XI. 


val Chureh at Its Height,’’ again reveals t] attempt at 


ication by combining former Chapters XVI, XVII, and p 


apters XVIII, XIX, and XXII of the old edition with only 


‘ations next follow as separate chapters in the new. Her 
ement in organization leads the student direetly from ‘‘ The | 


f the Middle Ages’’ to ‘‘The Italian Cities and the Renaissat 


thor’s discussion of ‘*‘The Map of Europe at the Opening of 


nth Century’’ has also benefited by the introduetion of 


of English and French history from the close of the Hh 


vol which ineludes also the latter part of Chapter XXTI and 
XXIV 


f the old edition. Former Chapters XXV, XXVI, and XX‘ 


6) 


are combined into ‘‘The Protestant Revolt,’’ and in a similar mai 


former Chapters XXVIIT and XXIX make up ‘‘The So-Called W 


vel 


rion.’ Chapters XIX and XX which conelude Volume 
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these writers dipped their pens in gall, for hardly one but finds 
thing to praise, and some, while gently outlining the foibles of their 
jects manage to convey the feeling that, after all, here is a politica 
social group which has in it the saving grace which will ultimat: 
deem the nation. Not all write with the same keenness of insight. $ 
are patently flippant; some evince the mordant sareasm and cynic 
the disappointed; and one, writing on ‘‘Washington—the Dawn 
Tomorrow’’— appears to combine the characteristics of a Chamber 
Commerce booster with those of a sentimental ‘‘uplifter.’’ Some 


studies are brilliantly incisive, like Ernest Gruening’s ‘‘New \ 


the City Work of Man;’’ some delicately and svmpathetieall 
i@al like Douglas Freeman’s ‘* Virginia a Gentle Dominion.’’ 
dore Dreiser’s ‘‘ Indiana Her Light and Soil’’ strikes the rea 


a whimsical playing with words which may perhaps be an attempt 
convey an impression of the soul of the Hoosier. One could hardly 
pect from W. E. Burghardt DuBois a description of ‘‘ Georgia 
visible Empire State’’ which would be recognized as valid by ar 
without the same race complex. Searcely one of these essays omit 
play up the seamy side of the particular state under discussion, whet 
it be Rhode Island with its antiquated political machinery domi 
and used by the manufacturing interests, Montana crouching under |} 
threatening hand of the Copper Trust, or West Virginia sullen w 
1i 


etation of the coal-mine operators. Missouri, which doesn’t ‘‘ want 
be shown,’’ has its self-sufficiency pitilessly exposed; up-state 
York is denied state individuality and presented as steeped in 
placent mediocrity. Nevertheless, nearly every writer manages son 
to leave the impression that his particular commonwealth is, after 
the one alone where existence could be made ideal, where one cou! 
sire to take up one’s permanent abode. Not every one of them, for 
difficult to understand how any reader, on the basis of the deseript 
here, would ever be lured to Oklahoma, or Wyoming, or New Mexic 
even to Illinois, vet even in these there are saving graces or mitigat 
circumstances. 

With the lack of balance which is inevitable in a work of this ku 
with all the tendency to view the scene through dark glasses — not 1 
the view is so dark but that there must be more streaks of light than 
hinted — These United States is eminently worth while. Anything wl 
ean jolt people out of their provincial complacency has its purpose. 
is well to be able to see things without a glamor east by self-satisfacti 
The pity is that those who might conceivably profit most by be 
brought face to face with unpleasant facts, even though they are 


into too great relief, are just the ones who probably will never open 
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which it has been written, to furnish ‘‘a much needed and impi 
contribution to national solidarity.”’ 

me is prefaced by an introduction of twenty-eight pag 
the pen of Edward F. MeSweeney, LL.D. Based on the best 


material there are traced the various streams of foreign immig 


That iowed imnto t he | nit | states 
ir. Schrader states at the outset that he intends the work 
merely an outline sketch of the contributions of the German ele 


the making of America. While it is true that he does not go int 
vast detail as is found in A. B. Faust’s The German Element 


United States, or present the chatty personal acquaintance wit 


characte and events deseribea found in Gustav Koerner’s Das D 
Element in den Vereinigten Staaten, yet he treats certain phass 


rreater minuteness and uncovers a wealth of material not mentior 
Starting with the premise that our institutions and government 
“Ll and fashioned by many nationalities and not by a select fev 
author shows what share the German element has had in our hist 
This element helped in establishing our earliest colonies in Vire 
Massachusetts, and New York; it became a potent factor in the m 
or Fi nnsylvar la, Where in 1688 it voiced the first publie protest agi 
human slavery in the colonies. Because the Germans oeeupi 


largely the frontier, they bore the brunt of the attacks of the hi 


natives. The faet is stressed that the Germans together with the Ir 
were determining factors during the Revolution and during the 
dangerous period which followed this event. The results of the 


waves of German immigration after 1830 and 1848, particularly a 

participated in the winning of the West, are carefully set forth. 0 
chapter is devoted to the consideration of the Germans’ share in 
ning the Civil War. It is shown that this element furnished fifty 
generals and over 216,000 enlisted men in this conflict. Under as 


ate caption the intellectual contributions of this social group are 


Llents. 


sidered. The author makes a strong case for his ¢ 
The book is printed in excellent form and is well supplied with 

notes. There is appended also a very satisfactory bibliography. P 

haps the most glaring omission of standard sources is that of D 


Deutsche Pionier. WiruuiaM G. Bex 


7 he Conqu st of Virgin L. the First Atte mpt; Being an Account of 5 
Walter Raleigh’s Colony On Roanoke Island, Based on Orig 
Records, and Incidents in the Life of Ral igh, 1584-1602. By c’ 
way Whittle Sams. (Norfolk: Keyser-Doherty Printing Cor] 
ation, 1924. xxviii, 547 p. 119 plates, ineluding 10 maps. $1 


It is difficult to conceive just why this book was written; it cert: 
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tional development, two to colonial Virginia and Massachusett 
the development of unton and the Articles of Confederation, and 
to the Constitutional Convention and ratification. The last speake 


the series was Solicitor-General Beck, who gave an extemporaneous 


ress on ‘‘The Preservation of the Constitution,’’ embodying si 


the ratl essimistic views contained in several of the chapters 
recent volume on Th Constitution of the United State S. An appt 


contains two brief biographical articles on Chief Justice Marsha 


work and George Wythe, the eminent jurist and teacher of 


The volume is edited by the president of the College of William 
Mary and as no attempt at revision was made considerable dupl 
occurs. The addresses, moreover, are decidedly uneven in quality, 


of them being of 


ing of a very general and inspirational character while ot} 
such as Mr. Grinnell’s address on ‘*‘The Government of Massachus 


Prior to the Federal Constitution,’’ show the results of careful stud: 
contemporary material. The speakers, probably without exception 
lawyers, most of whom received their professional instruction about 


half century ago. Some of tl 


e addresses naturally show the influen 

the legalistic mind and the absence of modern historical interpretat 

The volume as a whole, however, furnishes a useful summary of const 

t} ‘ TOunN 

tional Origins, IsIpoR Lo} 

The History of the United States Post Office to the Year 1829. 
Wesley Everett Rich. (Cambridge: Harvard Economie Stud 
Vol. XXVIT, 1924. 190 p. $2.) 


The promising young economist who prepared this dissertation d 


in military service in 1918, having been awarded his doctoral dem 


le 
from Harvard in 1917. The book opens with an appreciation of 


Rich’s character and work by Professor Charles J. Bullock. We | 


} 
here not a stua n 
1 


graph based on memoirs, books of travel, archives of the Post Office ] 


ly of economie problems, but a scholarly historical mor 


i 


I> 


) 


partment, colonial records, works of loeal history, and publie document 


A royal post in America began, as Dr. Rich shows, with an order 
council in 1688. Before that time private ship-captains had earr 


foreign letters (for the reeeption of which a bag was hung up i 


S 


convenient coffee house), and certain initial steps had been taken 


individual colonies for internal postal communication. In 1692 Thon 


Neale obtained a royal patent for a post office in the colonies as a pri) 


monopoly, for which he paid a rent of six shillings a year into the roy 


treasury, and it was under his patent that a colonial post began to 


velop. Franklin became postmaster general in 1753 (the colonial } 


) 


having in the meantime become a part of the British post office) a1 
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tained germs of further discord between the two countries’’ a 
satisfactory to neither. Trist was directed to procure from M 


‘the entire valley of the Gila River, because it presented a favor 
route for a railroad to the Pacifie.’’ This he failed to do, nor 
obtain a definite boundary. Article XI of the peace treaty req 
that the United States should provide for the Indians who were s 


in the territory ceded by Mexico and should also protect the Mex 


aid 


from the depredations of these very Indians. This could not b 
effectively because of the large number of Indians, the inadequate 
ber of troops available, the length of the border, and the ineffectiy 
of the Mexican government. Another issue was that in connection 
the granting to the United States of a route over the Isthmus 
Tehuantepec. We thus have as the antecedents of the Gadsden Tr 
three major Issues: (1) the boundary dispute, with its appendag 
transcontinental matter; (2) the issue arising from the Indian de p! 
tions into Mexico; (3) the isthmian question. 

In order to avoid conflict on the frontier and to adjust all the i 
with Mexico, the new Pierce administration, which at once develope 
vigorous foreign policy,’’ decided to make another treaty with Mex 
As its representative it chose James Gadsden of South Carolina, 


tvpical Southerner of the ante-bellum days’’ who was ‘‘opposed to 





large acquisitions of Mexican territory by the United States.’’ G 
den’s instructions were to secure a natural boundary and a line 
would guarantee a southern railroad route to the Pacifie. He was 
to secure for the United States a release from Article XI of the 
treaty and a settlement of all claims between the two nations 
consideration for which the United States ‘‘would pay a liberal su 
Negotiations were begun August 17, and the treaty was signed D 
ber 80, 1853. 

Due to the usual duplicity and greed of Mexican diplomats of 
period and to the activities of British and French interests Gad 
did not secure such a treaty as the Pierce administration desired 
expected. Santa Anna, the Mexican president, ‘‘was foreed to mal 
treaty’’ in order to maintain his rule. He needed money badly, 
in spite of his need he was able to write a treaty ‘‘which gave the Unit 
States only enough territory for a railroad route.’’ Notwithstand 


the opposition of a hostile government, the pressure of outside influenc 


f 


and constant opposition, Gadsden was able to secure a treaty that. wa 
least favorable to both nations. The major points at issue were defi 
ly settled. 

The conditions following the ratification of Gadsden’s treaty certai 


offered opportunity for yet another treaty, which would necessar 














brie mmary of the condition of the party from Jackson’s time 
the election of 1852, when chaos prevailed. A chapter is gi! 
each of several leading candidates for the nomination; his point 
treneth and weakness in each of the important sections and states 
examined which necessitates many excursions into loeal polit Cs 
eac] a characterization and an evaluation of the man and 


chances are made, in some cases more satisfactorily than in others 
ry of the convention is told rather dramatically but the eff 


marred by the shifting of verb tenses between past and present 


campaign was desultory and uninspiring and typieal of all too mar 


our history. The author has made of it all that could be made 
carries the story through the selection of the cabinet and the dist: 
tion of the spoils. His econeluding chapter, his summary, 1s admira 
he presents a short critique and passes judgment on the meaning 


And a sad commentary it is on ‘‘the great game of polities’ 


America. The work was worth doing, and has been well done, t] 
edious and discouraging it must have been at many times. On 


book-making side, the formidable list of errata is unfortunate, and 


C.S. Boucu 


y 


Internal Imp) wements and State Debt in Ohio: an Essay in Econon 


History. By Ernest Ludlow Bogart. (New York and Lond 
Longmans, Green and Company, 1924. vii, 253 p. $2.50.) 
To the Westerner the problem of internal improvements was a 
1 its solution depended the prosperity and future of 
and of its settlers; while in the handling of the subject th 


energy of the pioneer, the extravagance of his plans, and 





reckless financial methods of the frontier became self-evident. 
present volume clearly discloses these facts in relating the experie1 
of the citizens of Ohio in promoting their transportation facilities 
} 


Bogart has divided his work into two distinct parts: the first 150 pag 


are devoted to a narration of the construction, administration, 
financing of the early canals. The remaining portion of the volu 
is devoted to reprinting a series of articles by the author origin: 
ished in the Journal of Political Economy on the state debt of O 
alysis of the value of a sinking fund poliey 

The conelusions reached by the writer are instructive not alone 


the student of economic history but to the general public as well. 


‘vanals increased the material welfare of the state. They stimulati 


production and attracted new capital to the revion: they developed 


natural resourees, united the interests of the different sections, 


heir surplus products. With this in mind, Profess 
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eation,’’ and ‘*William ©. Stillman and the American Human 
ciation.’’ Other chapters discuss the activities of less prominent 
both men and women, and all the various activities of the ore 
humane movement. <A special chapter is devoted to ‘‘ American W 
and Their Noble Work for Humanity,’’ which shows that they 


only persistent sustainers of the movement but often tool 


portant part in originating policies. 

\ ] +4 ] > ] ] 

Mir. Coleman has written a clear, even account of the her 
sistent work of the leaders (1) in rousing publie opinion and law 


bodies to see the need for humane work and legislation in Ame 


2 n founding loeal, national, and international humane or 
tions. In 1866, when Henry Bergh founded the first humane 


in New York City, there was much indifference to animals, ©) 
ite and federal statue books there existed no laws for the proteet 
animal life; there were no laws to protect children against cruelt 
neglect. Through the work of these early leaders and their fi 
successors there has been created a great change in public sent 
which has been embodied into our laws. There are now federal 
state laws that prevent eruelty to animals, eliminating such abus 
the following: transporting cattle on trains without adequate fo 


water, selling adulterated stock food, the staging of doe fights 


fights, rat baiting, and live pigeon shoots. The tramway and 
bile have almost displaced the horse on the city streets, but it is 

recall that there have been laws forbidding the use of unfit hors 
street cars and omnibuses, that there still are laws regulating the 


i 


worn-out horses, limiting the working hours of the horse. mak 


compulsory to provide clean, sanitary stables for horses, with ad 


protection from fire. 

To the work of the humane society leaders must be eredited : the 
duction of many devices and methods for taking eare of sick ar 
abled horses and other animals, the use of more humane metho 
slaughtering food animals, the protection of cattle and sheep o1 
erazing lands of the West, the use of electric cages for killing 
animals that must be destroyed. 

In 1875 through the efforts of Elbridge T. Gerry there was found 
New York City the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Chili 
the first of its kind in the world. Now there are more than 500 su 
organizations in the world. The American organization and affil 


organizations have as their ambition all kinds of child-reseue \ 





child-placing and adoption, the juvenile court and probation system 
elimination of child-labor abuses, the playground movement, child | 


and welfare. 
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warming. IHler Judgments were not always commendaitory; | 

she was critical she strove to be just. Here and there she plays t] 

of prophet with respect to the evolution of American institutior 

she plays it well, as the vears nave testified. Her instinet, in 1850 


} 
] 


the end of slavery, where statesmen like Webster and Clay wer 


] 


Speaking of the South, she says parenthetieally concerning slavel 
‘Remove slavery from the southern states (and it will be ret 

of thes day S) , m ; .’ **One of these day s’’ does not in ply 
mote future. Her remark was based on her acquaintance 


} ] 


super-abolitionists of New England, slave owners of the South 


a deeper knowledge of the class wedged between these extremes. 


Miss Bremer called her book Homes of the New World. Thes 


she had most excellent opportunities to see; for, as she savs: 


in America has been, and is, a journey of familiar visits to homes 
have opened themselves to me, not as a stranger, but as a sist 
brothers and sisters.’’ It is interesting to note in this connection 
she spent three weeks with the Lowells. We are, therefore, not 
prised to read: ‘‘My acquaintance with some beautiful character 
serve as a guide to my soul forever.’’ And in a long paragraph 
broadens the sweep of her observation, concluding with these ger 
words: ‘*‘And if I were to seek for one expression which would 
the peculiar character of the people of the New World, I could not 
any other than that of beautiful human beings.”’ 

The noisy and abusive character of our election campaigns ga 
a jolt at first; but she soon understood the psychology of them, an 
rbed i 


not dist n her serene contemplation of the high quality of Ai 


ean life. She could even view a Negro ‘‘tornado’’ or Holy Jw 


with complacent understanding. She at least found ‘‘life and ar 


in their performance, something which she had felt the lack of in \ 
other religious gatherings. 


Of cultured American women, of whom she met so many, as wi 


women of other classes, she sings fine praise, here and there inject 


adroit reservation, noting ‘‘a deficiency of that quiet grace of | 


which in itself alone is beauty,’’ —a deficiency that she found 


rather than in the homes where she was a guest. 


life at a most critical period of the nat 


Miss Bremer saw American 


history, and her faith in the essential unity of the national life was not 
shaken. She saw our people in the various walks of life, and fow 
nothing hopelessly bad, not even the worst phases of city hfe, wl 
she viewed at close range. She met, exchanged thoughts with, 


rather accurately ganged, the greatest intelleets in the land, in 


an heroie achievement. Her comments on Emerson are illumina 
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Kmmet Light Artillery, from which the First Field Artillery 
Minnesota National Guard, and eventually the 151st Field Art 


Ti 


the Rainbow Division (Forty-second Division, A. E. F.) deriy 


concludes with the weleome home accorded to the regiment on its r 


from the World War in May, 1919. Prior to its service in Fray 
now famous organization gained valuable experience on the Mexican 


der. In the World War it was concerned in major operations i1 
four months of nearly incessant fighting, being sent from special tr 


camps first to the Lorraine sector, then to the Champagne o 
+} 


then to participate in the attack on the Marne salient, and 


in the Meuse-Argonne drive, when it assisted materially in batt 


i 


way through the Kriemhilde Stellung. The regiment was n 
toward Sedan when ordered into German territory to form a part 


American army of occupation. The author observes that ‘‘the 


Suppo! rendered D5 the 151st in the operations against the | 
Chatillon marks perhaps the highest achievement of the regi 
ing the war 


This regiment’s story was worth telling, and Mr. Collins has 
with ample but not tiresome detail, in language free from ri 
technicalities, and so perspicuously that the general reader never 


find himself at a loss to understand. There are military maps, 


for the book | 


by officers of the regiment, and half-tone illustrations 
photographs by the United States Signal Corps. 

The narrative occupies 192 pages, less than half of the book, 148 
being devoted to the reproduction of orders, memoranda, reports 


other military documents, and 65 to a roster, while 17 pages conta 


JOHN G. GREG 


The War-Time Organization of Illinois By Marguerite Edith J 
[llinois in the World War, Edited by Theodore Calvin Pease, 
V. Springfield: Illinois State Historical Library, 1923. 508 


x 


\ 


The first four volumes of the series to which the present publicat 


belongs were devoted to Colonel Huidekoper’s graphic narrative of 


achievements of the Thirty-third Division, which was the Illinois 


Z 


tional Guard unit in the World War. Matter of a different charac 


is presented in Volume V. Aiming at the assemblage of material 
historical writers of the future, the result compiled from the recor 
an outline exhibiting in a broad way the nature and working of 


machinery, public, semi-public, and private, by which the state 


ducted its military and civilian World War activities. Ten chapt 


comprise the body of the book, and are headed respectively as foll 
‘“*State Organizations,’’ ‘‘ War Laws and Their Enforcement,’’ 


OWSs: 


\i 
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and Naval Aectivities,’’ ‘‘War Finanece,’’ ‘‘Food and the War,’’ 
and the War,’’ ‘‘Labor and the War,’’ ‘‘ War Industries,’’ ‘‘ Wel- 
Organizations,’’ and ‘‘War Relief Organizations.’’ These chapters 
388 pages, 141 additional pages being devoted to an appendix, a 
graphy, and an index. The appendix is made up of tabulated 
stics relating to the draft, the liberty loans, and war-savings 
drives, the Red Cross campaigns, the operation of puble em 
ment offices, state and federal, the grain output and the coal output 
Illinois during the years of the war, receipts from specifie sources of 
l revenue, and criminal prosecutions under war statutes in Illinois 
hich the United States was a party. A vast amount of information 


en gathered, intelligently compacted, logically grouped, and eare 


indexed, so that it will be easily aecessible hereafter. 


JOHN G. GREGORY 


L 


w Olmsted, a Critic of the Old South. By Broadus Mit- 
(Baltimore: Johns Hopkins [ niversity Studies in Histori 
and Political Science, Series XLII, No. 2. 1924. xvi, 17-158 
Map.) 


a P } ; — ° ley y 17 an " ‘ 1 fr 
The writing of the history of slavery and secession has passed from the 
{ +} 


ls of the participant seeking to justify his actions, of the zealot 


ng a panegyrie on his particular theme or hero, and of the partisan 
ng at only one side of the picture, into the hands of the dispassion- 
student seeking the facts on which to build his narrative and estab 
his conclusions. The result is that in recent years we have had an in 
IsIng number of scholarly studies of the period based on contem 
rary sources rather than on memory, hearsay, or propaganda. 
The book under consideration is one of the later class. It tells some 
ng of the career of the writer of several volumes bearing on the 
nomie and social history of the ante-bellum South who sought to 
imnish the northern people with information and facts as to actual 
nditions in the land of slavery and cotton. The books which Olm 
d wrote were the results of journeys in the South, by foot and on 
rseback, which first appeared serially in the New York Times. They 
principally reportorial, the author relying upon a multitu 


tiate impressions for the foundation of his thought. The ‘‘sourees 


le of 1m- 


his information were chiefly informal and often could not be ad 


juately set forth.’’ A contemporary deseribed Olmsted’s books on 
he South as a ‘‘perfect daguerreotype of his experience.’ 

Dr. Mitchell’s book gives us some information econeerning Olmsted’s 
ntecedents and career, but the account is sketchy, random, and loosely 


narrated. Olmsted’s southern journeys seemed to follow logically 
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after the published report of his wanderings in England as 


man farmer’’ seeking health and information. Unable to do 
the ranks during the War between the States, Olmsted served 
Sanitary Commission and in other ways aided the Union cause. | 
years preceding the war and as a result of his farming experien 
had become interested in landscape gardening, and is famous 
creator of Central Park in New York City. 

Olmsted does not appear to have had any rigidly preconceived 
on the subject of slavery. Though not an abolitionist, he thought 
the South fought for slavery. Dr. Mitchell comments that the 


lifference between Helper, the author of The Impending Cris 


Olmsted was only one of method. ‘* Helper presented a violent 
ment, while Olmsted tendered a ealm exhibit of facts; one was 
vocate, the other a witness’’ (p. xvi). It was Olmsted’s endea‘ 


give ‘‘just the facts that people want and seldom get’’ (p. 49 
thought slavery ‘‘an institution of accidental inception ar 
growth’’ which it might require centuries to wholly dispose of 
o7). He considered the South as a patient to be eured of a 
rather than as a criminal to be punished. Slavery was ‘‘an unf 


ate circumstance for which the people of the South were in no w 


blame’’ (pp. 68, 71). <A slave society was necessarily an agricult 


] 


one if staple crops could be grown profitably and while slavery 


there was little in the South that could rightly be term 


dustry. It was the inertia of foreed labor that was the gr 
factor in the lite of the South. The negro was just as reluctant 


then as now. Though he could be made to work, nothing could 


him think and with the majority this is as true today as it was 
} + 


years ago. Olmsted thought the slaves as well off as ‘‘the pro 


class of any other part of the world’’ (p. 99). Dr. Mitchell 


Olmsted did ‘‘more than other men in stripping the slavery quest 


its extravagances and non-essentials. . . . He insisted upon 


playing realities. 


Olmsted’s ‘‘chief purpose in the South was to show the social 


~7 
+ Te 
i 


economic effects upon the whole community of a slave system « 


He appreciated that the political pretensions and dogmas of the S 


were functions of slavery and lamented that the presence of slay 


1 


‘fexeluded the poor whites from civie voice as effectively as from i 


trial partnership.’’ To him the ‘‘stunted present and closed fut 


the poor whites constituted the prime reproach of slavery.’’ 
‘‘eonditions and propects’’ were of infinitely more importance th 
fact of negro servitude (p. 102). By force of economie circum 


‘*The poorer class was steadily driven to occupy poor land, or 


ib 


‘| 


1? 


STé 


His was the talent of simplicity’’ (p. 105 
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rd on to the frontier’’ (p. 182). And yet it was this very class 
that went to form the backbone of the Confederate defense. Their 
ial and economie condition was bad, but existence with a free 
was something they did not eare to contemplate and they were 
to make any sacrifice to prevent its coming to pass. In this faet 
found the underlying reason for the spread of ‘‘the war contag 
mong these people. 
Mitehell’s little book is prineipally of value in its assay and evalu 


f Olmsted’s contribution to 


he study of the slavery question in 
ritical period of the late 1850’s. After a fifty-page sketch of the 
nd his life, there is a chapter on ‘‘The Critie of the Ante-Bellum 

in which Olmsted’s reactions are set forth. A third chapter o1 


Economie Effects of Slavery ls seeks to point out the effect upon 


41 ere . } > 4} 
South and its people, high and low, of the social and economic econ 


ns of negro servitude. The whole story is told in terms of Olm 
; writings with only an oceasional comment by Dr. Mitchell to point 


or to make clear a comment by Olmsted. There is evident no 


ilar use of any other sourees than Olmsted’s own writings 
sno bibliography. There is an index. = 
’ lrromAS Ropson Hay 


*8 Last Nyneech in Npringfte ld in the Clan par in. of 1S58. ( hiea 
The University of Chieago Press, 1925. 22 p., ineluding illus 
ations, portrait and facsimiles. $1.50.) 


bring to light a hitherto unknown speech by Abraham Lineoln is a 


net service to American literature and history. To find sueh a 


h featuring the closing rally of the Illinois senatorial campaign of 
would be a discovery doubly interesting. In the introduction to the 
e before us, Oliver R. Barrett provides an interesting account of 


reumstaneces attending the 8) wular rally oft Saturday. Octobe r ou, 


| 14 ls, 1] . 
the election was to be held on Tuesday following and the eon 


orary account of the affair, published in the Springfield Journal 


mber 1, 1858, is presented. In addition, one John H. Morgan, who 


tened to the addre SS, supplies his old age reeolleetions (written Febru 
1, 1922.) of the event. 
iving noted the foregoing, we turn to the speech itself. Although 
lume affords no hint of the past vicissitudes or present wher 


its of the manuscript, the publisher’s letter announcing the volume 


s that ‘‘for many years ‘cousin Lizzie Grimsley’ had the only eopy 


and no one knew she had it. Lineoln’s original longhand draft 


n her possession, but his biographers and eoll etors some how MISS¢ d 


fragment and it was considered irretrievably lost.’’ It has now 


und, we are told, and is published in the volume under review. 
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To the regret no less than to the surprise of the reviewer, per 
the volume quickly satisfied him that whatever else it may do, 
not give us the missing speech, ‘‘now first published, after the 
more than sixty five years.’’ To establish an historical proposit 
the basis of negative evidence, is, naturally, a difficult undertaki 
in the present instance the conclusion we have reached seems so o} 
that it is a matter for surprise how it could have escaped the 


visers of the University of Chicago Press; moreover the evider 
it is all contained within the printed pages, less than a dozen in m 
of this publication. ‘* Today is Saturday,’’ wrote Herndon to Th 
Parker, ‘‘and in a little while Mr. Lincoln opens on our square, 


} f 4 


a } - : . 
t} e Sta Llouse. i) Live qreat vital ana dominant ISSUES OF tre Aay 


talics|. The Springfield Journal article deseribes at consid 
length (approximately 1100 words) the proceedings of the great 1 


Which it headlines, ‘‘Mr. Lineoln at Home. Old Sangamon E 
10,000 Freemen in Council! Greatest Demonstration of the Camp 
Unprecedented Enthusiasm!!’’ Coneerning Linecoln’s speech, it 
‘At two o'clock, the vast multitude being congregated around 
stand, Mr. Lineoln began his speech. We have neither time nor 1 
to give even a sketch of his remarks today. Suffice it to say, the sy 
was one of his very best efforts, distinguished for its clearness and 
and for the satisfactory manner in which he exposed the roorbacks 
misrepresentations of the enemy. The conclusion of this speeel 
one of the most eloquent appeals ever addressed to the American 
ple. It was received by spontaneous bursts of enthusiasm uneq 
by anything ever before enacted in this city.’’ 

It is not to be believed, having in mind the nature of the affair 
the foregoing description of it, that Mr. Lineoln disposed of the 


vital and dominant issues of the day and age’’ in a speech of less 


100 words — one shorter by far than this review comment concer! 
it. Nor does the ‘‘speech’’ as presented to us contain any discussi: 


even in tabloid form of those issues; it is devoted solely to an apol 


concerning Lincoln’s motives and personal attitude in the campa 


I 


The supposition may be hazarded that we have here either a portior 


all of the conclusion, whose reception is described in the Springfi 
Journal article. In saving this to posterity ‘‘cousin Lizzie’’ did 


for the few sentences preserved are instinct with the pathos and chart 
which mark the famous farewell address delivered at Springfield a { 
years later. But a more fitting title for the volume would have b 
Concluding Fragment of Lincoln’s Last Speech at Springfield, and 
statements of publisher and introducer should have conformed to 


fact expressed in this title. 


M. M. Quam 











, the Litigant. By William H. Townsend, with an Introdue 
William E. Barton. Boston and New York: Houghton Mifflin 


Company, 1925. vill, 116 p. Plates, including portraits and fae 


les. $o 
flood of Lineolniana continues to mount it becomes inevitabl 
h succeeding volume shall thresh over much old straw. If in 
sueceeds in adding something to one or more phases of our 
+ store of knowledge of the great Emancipator, author and publi 
re to be congratulated. The present offering is of modest d 


ns (about 20,000 words). It is attractively printed, but has 


index nor chapter divisions. It was the author’s purpose to deal 
Lineoln not in the character of advocate for others, but as defend 
r plaintiff in those eases to which he was himself a party As tl 


a search of court records, supplemented by other and mort 
ir sources of information, Mr. Townsend has brought together a 
erable list of such cases. In deseribing them he threshes over 
ps necessarily, much ancient straw. Practically one-tenth of the 


or example, is devoted to an account of the Trailor-Fisher murder 


1 which the firm of Lineoln and Logan acted as counsel for on 


defendants; the only new information brought out in this con 
m being a brief statement to the effect that the firm subsequently 


the executors of the estate of William Trailor for their fee. and 


ned a judgment for it. Another large section of the volume (al 
one-third) reeounts the lengthy dispute between Lincoln and 


ral James Adams, who seems to have been a shvster. and whom 
n proved to be a seoundrel. In this controversy Lincoln was 
icting for himself, but as counsel for a widow, whom the enterpris 


‘veneral’’ was seeking to defraud. To the reviewer it is not clear 


the author should have noticed this dispute at all; and less clear 

he should think it deserving of so large a proportion of his space. 

me real bits of new information are disclosed by the volume, how 
r, and in this consists whatever scholarly value it may possess. One 


3 in the company of Dr. William E. Barton ‘‘to locate the original 


ve of Ann Rutledge.’’ That either the original or the present res 


mn 
| 


these has already been noted; another is the fact, which Mr. Town 


1 seems to establish, that contrary to assertions made by representa 
s of the Illinois Central Railroad Company in reeent years, Lineoln’s 
against that company for his largest professional fee was no me} 

forma matter. 


one matter the reviewer is considerably puzzled. Mr. Townsend 


rrates with some detail (pp. 60-62) an expedition made in June, 


r place of the remains of this child of tragedy has ever been lost will be 
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most students of Lineoln’s career. 


attempt had been made to remove t 
Petersburg, but af 
eremony.’’ Althoug 


1°} 


InabDllity 


ter all the years it 

h the author is an al 
to comprehend this statement. 
iat the remains were not removed from their 


Concord graveyard, it squarely contradicts nu 
authorit es on the subject 


not to mention the mo) 
y marks the present grave in Oakland cemetery 


ied tO COnvey This 1dea, 


it would seem to have no point 


the 


books on Lineoln should continu: 


for no nation possesses a hero more deserving of admiration and s 


lhe present study adds something to our previous store of knoy 
and it conveniently restates much that has long belonged to that st 
VWemorrs of Thomas O. Selfri Lae Jr.. Rear Admiral, l Ay fae) & W 
by Captain Dudley W. Knox, U. S. N. Ne 


Putnam’s Sons, 1924. 288 p. 


Introduction 
and London: 4G. P. 


Letters, journals, and diaries possess great historical value; m 
particularly when written long afterwards, as is 
[f based on private and public documents 


7 ] 
accessible 


often do not, 


ld age, memoirs may be historically sound and rela 
n this case the historical student would generally | 
to the private documents and himself turn to tl 


Lit 


document The interpretation given to events and conditions | 


memoir may be valuable as autobiography. 


As a rule histor 
e more likely to be 


reached by use of thi 


ne origimMat 


propo Lion ar 
ments 

Exactly one-half of the author’s Memoirs is taken up with his 
life and the period of his naval service from 1851 to 1865. In spit 
Ye Knox’s introductory statement that his 
that deep-rooted naval tradition underlying high esprit 


career as a 
efticiency’’ and reveals that ‘‘splendid fighting spirit which must eve 
the basis of naval tradition,’’ it is reasonably safe to say that t 
" the book adds vers little to 


government publications. 


Lis 
of information easily obtainable 
official 


More detailed and more interesting are Chapters XVII, XVIII, 
XIX, dealing with surveying expeditions on the Isthmus of Darie1 


ing President Grant’s first 


1 dd 
i Ui 


administration. They are of historical v: 
Isthmian history and of Hispanic-Ameriean hist 


particularly so to one who, like the reviewer, has not found time to 


to the student of 





ai Surveys and report 


The same can be said 

dition of 1878. No word lewer can convey 
energy and peace-time heroism portrayed in 
satisfy in splendid manner W 


il 


thes 
1ey 


‘quivalent for 1 


x ofany 
Wartare., 


written. 


ell-known literary 


fj; an Autobiography. 


York: Brentano’s, 1924. 


he north of Ireland 


amuel Gamble Bayne came to tl 


S 1n 1869 and 


tely betook hims¢e 
ennsylvania and entered tl ‘game”’ 
f those day S. His ; 
his business sucet liberally 
comment on lif sound e 
liberal in something 


unsuceessful in 
CCONnNOMILE 


hint now 


rosy rays. 


of [llinois: a) Record of His Lif 
Browne. (New York: 3B. W. 


e and Work. 
Huebsch, 1924. 342 


3 
1 who have terminated their political careers 


deserve a higher place in the annals of the America i 
‘or the democratic ideal than John P. Altgeld. ‘To be sure, the fact 
his birth three months before his parents migrated to America may 
ve been all that stood between Alte 

not 


t election, to that high office. 
ry of struggle a 


‘Id and a presidential nomination 
Yet the biography of Altgeld is the 
tragic struggle against the dominant 
his day, a struggle in which mn W 


personal ambition. 










‘ron an Ohio farm 
teen in the Union army, 


_ 2 | , , 
more yvears OL tarm work, studying, and teaching brought 8} 





majority; wl upon he struck out into the world, starting as 
road laborer in southern Kansas. Soon he was a school teacher 





in Andrew County, Missouri, where he was promptly draw: 





politics as a Democrat strongly in sympathy with Granger pri 









Toward the close of 1875 he sought a larger field for his legal ta 


itd alt 






became a recognized 





at the Chicago bar; he soon embarked upon those real estate and 
ing ventures which were first to make him a fortune and then fin: 







r 1] ] ] yy] ] 9 "OY, 
him virtually penniless. An unsuecessful candidate for Co 
n 1884, two years later he was elected judge of the Cook County 
( rt on a Democratic ticket endorsed by a local labor part 





their Ca 


: } — rey ig } veers is ete at 
speecnes (i DOOKS nh newspaper ana Mafazine aAarticres, e 













write to Henry Demarest Lloyd: ‘I would rather be the author 
ich article s Lloyd’s ‘The New Conscienee’|] than to hold any 
n the gift of the American people.’’ Yet he had the keenest 


0 politieal forces and processes. All these qualities, rather thar 


I 





overweening ambition, or a desire for power, drew him into pub 





A il 





hus it was that, after his heart-breakinge experiences in the gubert 





ial office, he was still regarded as one of the master forees of the D 








] 





eratic Party, trying to dedicate it to the cause of human right 
1 progress; he was looked upon as its potential president-m 





n 1896 and 1900. Surely he was, in the words of a contempora 







ne of the most interesting and heroie figures in American public | 
Even before his untimely death, brought on by overwork in the ¢ 
loved, Altgeld’s most malignant crities began to admit that they 
misjudged the man. At length, if it is still necessary to assume th 


historical student has failed to face the facts that surround the pal 





+ 
t 


o the Haymarket ‘‘anarchists’’ and his poliey during the Pull 


strike, a biographer furnishes the data in considerable detail (ch 





| 


x-xvi). The author has not attempted a eritical biography. He |! 







sought primarily to present the facts that he feels should now rep! 


he prejudices which so unfortunately colored the judgment of Altg 





at a time when Roosevelt, before a Chicago audience of 13,000 perso 





Altgeld as ‘‘one who would econniv 
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rdial relat 


proposit 
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AMerican 


her relations 


constitu 


yr quotes with seeming ap 


» } 


of the first Walt 


persuaded to refrain 
interpreters, it woul 
antie.”’ 








literature. 


the point of 


T 


he data 


1 
1) 
I 


hazardous 


ie ce velopme nt has progressed hand 
ion of transportation. Thus will it be in the futur 
The mast ry whose infant | 


will inaugurate a 
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Profi SSOr W. J is 
our intormation, 


Al 


it would seem, was d 


vove 


ae) Seotland 
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leeture course 
purport of the mes 
anhood 
of a century 
1 annual | » course was habitu 


building in When, however 


Altgeldt’s engagement they declined { ] 


| 1 Lo 


lifiee, this notwithst nding the emin¢ 


} ‘ 
IS aiscourse vers consequences 


vians bestirred tl 

lum by equipping the new coll 
rostrum and chairs; Mr. Altgeldt, who 

is lecture, on learning of the situation offered 

nd the 


alt 


‘fasion aroused 


would have done 








20.000 records were @¢ 


but one portion of the self-ap; 
‘Luresque aspect. Even 
iv opening inseription d 


ins t 


nig | " 
ud be CiasSsead as h 4iilo 


} } } 
will be taken over 


‘OOL stone 


174’ x 50’. and 
doubled and it wi 
the reeords but 
torical workers. 
he exhibition 

department 
hich has be en pres 
Harmsworth as 
This eollection 
pree1ous documents an 


and the events of the Seven 
ing rooms will be placed several other 
Dr. Doughty, the Keeper of the 
Opportunel) and as these notes are being prepared cot 
second annual report and proceedings of the British Columbia Hi 
eal Association, with an encouraging record of progress during the \ 


just closed. The most interesting s! event of the year was 

unveiling, August 13, 1924, of a memorial cairn and tablet at N 

Sound, Vancouver Island, to Captains Cook and Vancouver and to 

Spanish occupants of Eric ndly Cove from 1789 to 1795. For this e\ 

a score of members of the Society made the somewhat extensive jour 

from Victoria by steamer to Nootka Sound. Upon arrival at Frien 
| 


Cove ‘‘a scene was witnessed similar to that which took place in 1775 


when Captain Cook made his first acquaintance with this coast. T 


canoes with natives set out from shore, one manned by women and 
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gin publication 


111 71 
ography of William Per 


a period of vears ending in 189: 


will run through four issues of the magazine. 


beginning with the June issue, the memoirs of H 


business-man of Milwaukee. 


prominent bi 


he W iseonsin Historical and Archeological soe 


habit ducting pilgrimages during the sw 
the state. Mi 


ical interest throughout t 


is been holding hist 


storical Society h: 

ventions on a som mbitious seale in different sections of 
: ; 

1 Jun nnesota historical gathering 


17-18 a joint W iseonsin-Mi 
f La Crosse and Winona. The 


ne neighboring e1ities oF 
lentieal to a large deg 


h int sting and profit 


observance of the twenty-fift 
Wiseonsin Archeological Society 
‘ormed by this society, Wit! 
it once an object lesson a 

Inspire nmonwealths than Wisconsin who et 
tain a ird for things archeological. To a greater extent 
Wisconsin society is the lengthened shadow « 

of the State Histon 


monly the 

man, Chat ) rown, its secretary, and chief 

Museum. 
of Major General Haan, commander 


in the World War, has recently given the m 
f her late husband. 


Thirty-second 
lee "9t10O and e ) liter 1a nro 

eeorations, ane ] Milita 3 mementos oO 
will find permanent resting place in ae in the World War h 


of the Museum 
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to pol = a cist CAST ( \lontgomery \t M ntgom 
TOO | iSSave 1n & ste mbooat y} \lo le and New Or] LNs M l 
terest has been aroused in Alabama over the centennial and 
roe : ale ree 31 the eta4 eo orative ¢ eCISeS more 
elaborate, have been prepared 
In ( r Septembet 1924 l was not d the stabl s] ment 


University of the Department of Middle American Researe 


directorship of Dr. William Gates. Mr. Frans Blom, who is con 


i! ithority on Me xican and Central Ameri n ar logy 
joined the staff of the department, and on February 19, 1925 ] 
New Orleans upon a five months’ field trip to tl Maya cow 
Mexico. A eablegram received from Mr. Blo Mareh 24 
the making of valuable archeological finds in connection with t]} 
Or the expedition 

Borrowing a word from the terminology of librarians, we ‘‘« 
here the reports that have come to hand of changes and develop 
eonnected with the teaching end of the historical profession in 
eovered by this Review: Professor R. C. MeGrane of the | 
of Cincinnati gives instruction at the University of Nebraska 
first halt i the s mer session and at the I nivers ty ot Tex 
the s nd half Arthur C. Cole of Ohio State University « 


struction at the New Brookings Graduate School of Eeonomi 
Government, Washington, D. C., during the spring quarter. | 
Esarey and Prescott W. Townsend of Indiana University will « 
leave of absence for year 1925-26 Professor Esarey {> plac 
supplied by Dr. R. C. Buley. Isaac J. Cox of Northwestern Uniy 
has leave of absence for fifteen months beginning in July, 1925. TH 


teach at Columbia University during the summer and at Stanford 


ing the autumn. In January he will leave for Chili, returning tl 


from in September, 1926. KE. Merton Coulter of the University of Ge 


will teach at Wisconsin during the summer session. William O. Ly 


of Indiana and Frank L. Owsley of Vanderbilt will giv urses 
University of Alabama during the summer sessio.. Johu ”. Pri 
of Maealester College will teach at the University of Washingtor 


Joseph Schafer of the State Historical Society of Wiseon. 1 


University of Oregon during the summer. At Colorado, Protesso 
Goodykoontz of the department of history serves as act 
College of Arts and Science during the spring and s ua 
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